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At the instance of the Union League Club of New York the House ol 
Ittpresentatives, on the 14th day of December, 1868, appointed a Committee oi 
■Cfen to investigate alleged frauds in the Presidential Election of i863 in the State 
cCMew York. Such Committee entered at once upon the discharge of its oneroo) 
and held sessions in New York City, Peekskill, Kingston, Rondout, Troy, 
ter, Middletown, Port Jerris, Montgomery, Hamptonburg, Ncwburg and 
in the State of New York, and Washington, D. C. The testimony taken 
hf k while very voluminous in extent, covering nearly nine hundred printed pagec, 
ipsa cf a directness and importance rarely obtained in similar investigations and 
necessitated a report of great length and ezplicitnesa. Owing to these and other 
«tuses> k was not until about a week prior to the expiration of the term of the 
Fortieth Congress that the Committee was able to submit the result of its labors tm 
ihe House, which at so late a period in the session could take no action upon the 
KBi lepoited or reconmiendations made. The large expense attending the printii]^ 
l>ind9rg of the report and testimony led the House Committee on Printing t» 
k vBwise to publish more than two thousand copies, a number so small as to 
each Member of Congress but four volumes. Unfortunately, the press was 
iWc, owing to the length of the report, to give little more than a hastily prt- 
Iporcd telegraphic abstract of the Committee's conclusions. Thus, from causes 
ipdierent in the very nature and extent of the work, the circulation and publicity 
wlikh its importance demanded were estopped, and the legislation which the neces- 
of the case required was delayed. Knowing that no correct, true or intelll> 
idea of the facts is prevalent, and believing that only through a general an'd 
wide spread knowledge of the illegal and partially successful attempt of the 
I>emocracy of New York to thrust minority candidates — both State and 
National — ^into places ol power and trust, can the American peopl become 
acquainted with the dangers through which they have passed, or be prepared to 
protect themselves in the future against the machinations of evil and designirig 
AfiB, the following pages, narrating in a brief and comprehensive form the more 
tmpoitant facts sworn to before the Committee, have been prepared. \ 

Without malice, with no motive other than a desire to see perpetuated the 
insdtutk)n5 of our country, and in the full realization of Bacon's charge that 
^ men's reputations are tender things and ought to be like Christ's coat, without 
•eaiD," has this pamphlet been written, in good faith, believing the statements 
conuined therein to be true. Confident that the interests of society, good 
mricT and puregovemment will beadvanced by its publication, it is respectfully 
auhmitttd for the earnest consideration of a thoughtful public in every portion 
cf our national domain. 

THE AUTHOR. 



CHAPTER L 



iirntoDuci-oiiT. 

. An incident Trliieh transpire! durinjt tho Spring nf 1864 In one of 
Ito Sonthem eities euiiriDc«(i tho writer, who wna uii v.ya witness, that 
i&e fear of exposure and tliG dread uf public opinion were the most 
''iioiesoine and ofl'eotive means of pnnishing and preventing evil, 

A woman of Home thirty years of nge was captured one evening 
ihortl/ afler dark, endeavoring to run tlie lines of the army. A care- 
* I search of her person being made, four large bags were found 
meath her under garments, sns[>ended from her waiat. The contents 
pere mixed — being letters, shoes, thread, needles and quinine. 
t A young officer on the statf of tho Commanding General of the 
department, to whom the captured property was forwarded for ex- 
■mation, Buceoeded the same night in finding and arresting a young 
^nan of high social standing and personal acconiplishmenta as the 
^or of a most unwomanly letter found among this intercepted mail, 
fltaining information souglit to bo conveyed to the enemy, of certain 
^vemente about to be made by tlie Federal forces. The letter wai 
Idreesed to a lover in the Rebel army, antl written in the closest poa- 
R>le manner upon eight pages of French note paper. The sojourn in 
tlie neighborhood of the " cursed Yankees" was deplored and regretted, 
in that Southern girls had been found quite willing to flirt and coc|uett8 
with the "vandala," and in instances had so far degraded them- 
celvcs OB to form life partnerships. Miscegenation was discussed with 
macli gusto as purely of Northern origin. Fonr i>iiges were devoted 
to a minute and detailed rehearsal of private gossip antl scandal respect- 
ing her more conservative or politic neighJwrs, who so far recognized 
Hie situation iis to act under the belief that a Union soldier mighi be a 
gentleman. Details, so far as she had been able to gather, respecting 
an expedition about to move upon the rebel capitol, were added as her 
mite to aid the cause of secession. The information imparted that a 
letter, which would not have been taken from the Post Office save for 
the belief that it came from the South under flag of truce, had been 
recently received from her aunt in Cincinnati, who wrote that two 
cousins had both served in the Union* array, and one had " died fight- 
ing hra\-ely for his country at Chattanooga." And finally, as calcu- 
lated to specinliy commend her to tho affections of her lover, waa 
added, " and I am glad he is dead, fighting in such a cause;" while a 
closing prayer was uttered that ho whom uie Almighty had for soma 
unknown reason seen fit to afflict the South with, in the person of Gen- 
eral Uutler, " may never die a natural death, or be gathered home to 
his fatlieTB, but may Bnffi3r all tlie torture possible for mortal man 
to endure." 

The facts being reported to the Commander of the Department, that 
officer directed tlie immediate release of the author of the letter and 
return to her home ; and, as a punishment for her offense and a warn- 



inc to others, ordered that the eommnnication be pubiiahed in t 
official papers, Binned with her fall name and addresB, and an appenc 
tory statement that ail fntiire transgreBBors of the law reqniring mi 
Bagea across the lines to bo sent under fla^ of truce would be similai 
dealt with. Mark the reenlt. A spontaneona and uniTersal outbm 
of popular indignation followed, wliich but for the firm yet mercif 
band of military rule, would, regardless of the sex of the offender, ha 
visited her with condipn and summary punishment, while the innoee 
members of the families of a mother and brother were openly tnsulti 
and threatened witli personal violence. Indeed, so lasting and de< 
was the popular feeling that total eocial ostracism and sechisjon becan 
obligatory upon the transgressor, and from that hour until the close < 
the war no conmiunication of any character was known to clandestine 
leave the city, while the flag of truce mail for the South from thi 
locality increased the following week to more than two-thirds ita formi 
proportions, and so continued. 

So that it is seen that what danger of captnre, trial by military eon 
mission, long imprisonment and risk of life itself had theretofore bee 
unable to prevent, was at once bronght to an end by mere dread < 
publicity and fear of the scorn and contempt of society. 

In the belief that known facts are oftentimes the most powerfi 
weapons of offense or defense ; that rognes and villains fear esposore 
that the arousing of public opinion against any species of crime is th 
most effective means of thwarting, if not preventing it ; and thi 
quick, decisive, yet unremitting warfare should be waged until desire 
results are attained, we enter npon the work of detailing the history 
the election frauds in New Tnrk in 18fi8, the character of th 
leaders and more active participants therein, and their eonncctio 
therewith. 

During the month of October, 1368, and within a few hours of th 
State election in Pennsylvania, when both of the great political partil 
in that commonwealth were bending all their energies to win aucces 
there left the City of New York in the interests of the Democrati 
party a lai^ number of gamblers, roughs and profeaaional scoundrel 
of every description, prominent among whom was a member of th 
Common Council. These gentry on arriving in Philadelphia at on< 
took an active interest in the stniggle, and on the day of election wei 
found voting illegally in the several warda and precincts. Subseqiientlv 
many of them were indicted by the (rrand Jui^ of Pliiladelphia m 
their offences, but before warrants were iesned they had hied to theij 
respective homes in the more hospitable City of New York. Believ. 
ing " an ounce of prevention worth a pound of cure," the Quaker Citj 
ftuthorities did not follow the matter vigorously, preferring to hold ove 
them the indictments as security for future good condadt than to risk 
their trial by jury during the exciting hours of a Preaidential electioi 
then close at hand. 

The experiment on behalf of the Democracy had been far from nn 
euocessfuf, and emboldened and encouraged thereby it was determinet 
to carry it out on a larger scale in November in their own atronghok' 
of political power where Grand Juriea, Courts and Judgea would ni 
or dared not interfere therewith. The programme aa accompliahed wi 
Bs shrewd, comprehensive and bold as wicked, illegal and villaiaoas 



i BiM the vhoI> 
The details em- 



^™The main features were the en^loyment of repeater 
Bale isaae of fraadulont certificates of nataralizatiou. 
bodied, 

J^irat — A wicked, confessedly untrne and libellons proclamation from 
the Major of the City of !New York, the Democratic candidate for 
Governor. 

Second — A secret circular issued from the rooms of the Democratic 
State Committee requesting telegraphic estimates of the majoritiea in, 
f the several towns and cities in the State, to be sent to Wm. it. Tweed, 
t Tammany Hall, at the minute of closing the polls. 

Third — Instructions from A. Oakey Hall, then District Attorney 
&id Secretary of t]ie Democratic Executive Committee, now Mayor of 
bs City of New York, to all Democratic canvaastTs in the city, to 
ffprolong tlje count as far as possible," whereby the leaders, knowing 
ine estimated majorities against them in the " Stitte," had it within 
Bieir power, by means of fraudulent canva^ing, altered returns and 
illot-box stuffing— -most if not all of wliieu were employed — to otop- 
ide and defeat the popular will ; and 
Fmirtk — The swearing in by James O'Brien, Sheriff of the Coim^ 
of New York, himself an ex-inmate of the Penitentiary, of some tw^ 
thousand special deputies — an unusual and unnecessary proceedings 
most of whom, judging from the history, antecedents and behaviour of 
those known to us, were thieves, and other disi-cputable characters, 
whose principal occupation appears to have been to protect, aid and 
abet fraudulent voting, and annoy, threaten and arrest honest and faith- 
" 1 election officers and peaceable law-abiding citizens, 
lit ia not proposed, however, to here contiider these details, but to 
aline ourselves to the two prominent and distinctive measures pro- 
asly mentioned. 



CHAPTER IL 



EKPEATINQ, 

TThis form of fraud is first referred to in the annals of our National ■ 
politics, in a report of the Judiciary Committee of the United States 
Senate appointed to investigate the frauds in the Presidential election 
of 1844, when it was proven to have been practiced, although to a limit- 
ed extent. Since thea it has been comparatively unknown. The fol- 
lowers of St, Tammany, after nearly a qnarter of a century, revived it 
in 1868, when its novelty, nature and madiis operandi eeem to have 
peculiarly attracted the attention of both rank and file. 

A repeater is one, who, without right and against law, makes a busi- 
ness of registering or voting, or both. As in Bounty jumping and de- 
„ jertion, occupations quite familiar to most repeaters, the number of 
a registry or vote may be repeated in a single day depaids laizdj^ 
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npon the nerve of the raan enga|*ed. And n ineroent''8 reflection npoi 
the fact that duriii({ the War hundreds of men, with the kniiwled^ 
that an ignominious death would follow dot«etion, hesitated not to eti' 
list, receive bounty and deeert more than a half score of times, mnst con- 
vince the most donbting mind that tlie Bame clam would from innato 
depravity, if no other icaaon was found, engaf^ in a work bo full of ex- 
eitement and adventure as " repcHting. especially when rraclioally ic 
formed by anhonorahle Justice oi the Supreme Court, aa will be hereaftci 
Men, that although nn-(.«teil in the very uoinmiraion of the crime noithet* 
conviction nor pimishment would follow. The j-roof of re)>Gating ia 
sufficiently abundant to fully justify the report of the Concessional 
Committee which thoroughly mvestigated the facts, that ifit hadderoted 
ite entire time for three montlis to this matter alone, " it would not have 
been poeeible to aecertain or fake testimony to prove the nfwibcr qfper- 
tona who voted viore than fwtce" in the City of New York, and that the 
character of the evidencofully proved the fact that "an organized system 
was perfected and cruried into effect by merabcrB of the Democratic 
party to register mnny thonaande ot names, fictitioUB or assumed, and 
then to vote on them by hundreds of persons voting from two to fort/ 
timee each day for tlie Demooratie candidates." 

The instancee given helow, while convincing the reader of the accura- 
cy of theee opinions, will illustrate the manner in which the work was 
carried on and the character of the men and means employed tlierein. 

William H, Greene, a patrolmaa, attached to tlie Seventh I'recinct 
Police, waa one "f the o&oers on duty ot the place of registry of the 
Sixth District of the Seventh Ward during the first two daya of re- 
gistration. On ono of those daya he observed a cang of men, several of 
whom were known to him by name, and all of whom he knew had no 
residence in the dietriot, re^ster themselves from the houses of Wm. M. 
Tweed (Grand Sachem of Tammany Hall, State Senator, Deputy 
Street Commissioner and Supervisor), Patrick H. Keenan Coroner of 
the City and County sf New York), and Edward J. Shan-'Jey (Police 
Jnstice). Most of them were rogistered without objection on the part of 
any one, but some few being challenged promptJy took the statutory 
oaths and compelled the registration ot their names. The character of 
theee repeaters may be learned from Greene, who has stated under oath 
that most of them were " thieves who have several aliases," while " the 
leader of tlie gang who registered from Coroner Keenan 's house, as 
Henry J. Lawrence, is an Englishman, known by tlie name of Charles 
.Wilson alias 'Nibbs' or ' Nibbsey,' a celebrated pickpocket who has 
etolen lurtunes, but somehow or other always slips through and is never 
prosecuted." On the oppwite page may be seen a e«py of the likeness 
of this favorite of the judicial and political ring aa it appears in the 
Rognes' Gallery at Police Headquarters. An unwiUingnefes to leave liis 
eounterpart exhibited itself to such an extent when sitting tor his pho- 
U^rapo, that two stalwart members of the force were compelled to 
eteady his head and o 'ntrol his facial expreseion. 

Another of this gang, by name Pateey Nolan, alias John Reiily, 
was a notorious thief, since arrested fi.ir stealine a diamond pin. For- 
tunately wc are able to trace these worthy Democrats still further. 
Late at night on Friday the SOtli of October, when but a day of registry 
moained, Inspector George W. Walling, one ol the most earnest and 
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faithful officers of the Metr^olitan force, learned thatfteang of repat> 
ert under tlie leadership of "William Varlej, ttliiis " Rcddj the Blai^~ 
smith" (so called from the color of Ills hair and his fonner occnpation)^ 
well-known ne tlie proprietor of a low drinking ealouii on C%atkam 
Stroet, the headqnartera of one of the worat gangs of thieves and cat 
throata kiiovm to the police, had been engaged in rwtijtering from • 
house ou Catherine Street, and proposed tlio following day ''hanfinjs 
Its rendezvous to No. 29 East Broadway, and reeuming ojtcratKn^ 
For tlie pui-po3e of verifying his information, Walling, early im Sti'v- 
day morning, the Slat, accompanied by fix officere in citizens <!r€8E,]*»- 
ceeded to me locality named and spent ecTeral honrs in ^^eiMf 
watching the suspected honse. Shortly before two o'clock, I' M.,iFi2si« 
of activity were manifest and the detectives observed a nnmhi.T of rncii 
leave the honse and proceed to the place of registry of the Fi rst district 
of the Seventh Ward. From tliere they returned to East Broadw«y, 
and shortly reappearing proceeded to another place of rL';^i*try in an 
adjoining district. Satisfied now of tlie work thew men were exi^ii^sei 
in, Walhng allowed them to return to their rendezvous, when he at 
cffiee made a descent, drove in and captnred a posted watcher before ha 
eould give an alarm, arrested the entire gang-^ight in all — and fdod 
their book. The men were taken at once to Police Headquarters and 
incarcerated, and the book turned over to the Superintendent. 

An examination and comparison of this book with the original regis- 
ters for the 1st, 3d, 4th, 6th and 7th districts of the Seventh Ward, 
ffitablished the startling fact that these eight men had registerod <ne 
hundred and aixty-otie fictitious or assumed names, assigning a.'; ran- 
deuces fifty-five different houses in Eoat Broadway, Henry, Marisel^ 
Monroe and Division Streets, and that they were a part of the sama 
gang of repeaters observed by Officer Greene on the first or seoood 
day of registration, registering from the houses of Tweed, KeeiuM 
and Shandley. Convinced that " Koddy tlie Blacksmith," althoughnat 
witli tlieee repeaters when arrested, was one of their number, Wiilling 
went at once to his saloon. Not finding him in, he searched the plaoe 
and seized another book similar in size and appearance to the one pm- 
vioosly obtained, containing some sixty additional namos with the 
number of a house and street opposite each, which names were 80>j- 
sequently ascertained to be mainly registered in the 8th District of the 
Sixth and 4th District of the Seventh Wards. Tlie aimitarity existinj^ 
in the assumed nauies found in the two books thus obtained, and other 
strong circumstantial evidence renders it quite certain that the 
latter book was also the property of the arrested eight, thus making tta* 
hitndf-ed and twenty fraudment and illegal registrations accomplisJied 
by this gong. 

Of the character of theie repeaters. Walling confirmed Officer Greeao; 
in that one of them he " knew very well by reputation as a pickpockeL* 
while Detective Irving stated that another was a deputy of Shertf 
O'Brien, from whom was taken at headmiartera " his shield, and aim 
some orders of arr^t fonnd on his person.^ 

And now reader, mark well how faithfully Tammany protects ita 
eniiporters and adherents at the expense of law, justice and good ordOT*. 
Betwi-en six imd seven o'clock in the evening of the day of arrest, Wm. 
y. llnwe, well-known as a criminal lawyer and Democrat, appeared »' 



Headqnartere and seircd npnn Detective Irving, the officer in 
a writ offu^eaa corpus ilireciing tjie bodies of the eight to be bro^ 
" before the Honorable 'ieorge G. Barnard, Justice of our Snpreine 
Coiiit, at the office of snid Justice Barnard, No. 23 "West Twenty-firet 
Street, in the City of N.'\v York, this Slst day of October, 1868, et 7 
o'clock in the' evening." 

In compliance with tlie requirements of the writ, no time being 
allowed for a ret ;irn thereto aaid none heina tnade, the men were forth- 
with taken by Detectivea Irving and Coyle to Judge Barnard's reai- 
■lenoe. jVrnving there at about 9 o'cIock, Coyle remained on the side- 
walk willi the prisoners, while Irviug went into the honse where he 
found Mr. Howe, who t(X)k from him the writ, endorsed thereon "The 
) riaoners being charged with no offence on the annexed return, I order 
ihem discharged, October 3l8t, 1868," and handed it to a servant girl 
who took it up stairs to Judge Barnard's room, and soon came down 
with the Judj^e's signature attached to it, obtained ss ehe stated from 
the Judge, ww> had goTio to bed. Thereupon the prisoners were diB- 
cliarged. 

It is worthy of note that no notice of the issue or hearing of the writ 
was served upon the District Attorney as the representative of fho 
people, which notice so distinguished a Democrat as Judge McCuna 
has testified he thought a Judge " bound by law to pive to the District 
Attorney of his county ; the statnte requires it," and which the then 
District Attorney, A. Oabey Hall, has sworn, " should be prelimmctry 
to the hearing, and it is a misderrteanor for a judge to hear awritwitJi* 
out notice to the party interested," 

The arrest of these repeaters was serviceable in that it prevented 
them from continuing operations during the afternoon and evening, 
while the discharge was instructive in anording definite information aa 
to the precise locSity of " the office of said Justice Barnard, No. S3 West 
Twenty-first Street, where as we are informed in " The Ermine la 
the Bing," the judicial robes of this eminent and high minded magis- 
trate are at times "endued for the occasion when at his utmost uti- 
tudes." The prisoners in the custody of an officer were on iJte sidewalk^ 
their connsel and the officer served with the writ, were in the halhoa>y, 
the writ itself with no return thereon was in i/ie hands (yf a servant girl, 
and the Chief " J uetice of our Supreme Court" was transacting chamber 
business in kia bed. 

The result was, Mrat : Discharge of the prisoners and some aitafy 
fraudulent and illegal votes pollea on the names by them regiBteredl 
Second: A feeling of security on the part of thousands of employed re- 
peaters whereby, to obtain for themselves the promised pecuniary or 
other reward, tneir exertions were redoubled to illegally swell the De- 
mocratic majority in the City. 

But lest it be charged that an extreme case has been instanced, let as 
examine another. 

During the sittings of the Congressional Committee in New York, ia 
January last, an Attorney of the Supreme Court, who at the time of 
election was an Inspector in the 5th District of the ISth Ward, testified 
before it, that very late in the evenings of the days for registration, 
there came to the Board of which he was a member, in groups of four 




JAM VARLEY, ALIAS "RFIWi TIIL nACKSMITHj 

Pickpocket. Tiiicf ami Di?mo(-ratic " Reirulntov" (Si'e Apiioiiiii\.) J 



I 



or five, »s applicants for registration, a large number of yonnc men of 
from 21 to 25 years of age, Tbeae groups were usually led by one 
Florence Scannell, an es-meniber of the Common Council, and a 
somewhat notorious character. Each of tliese men being challenged, 
sworn and examined, stated that he resided at the Compton liouse, a 
combination of rum hole, restaurant and cheap lodging house on the 
comer of Third Avenue and Twenty-fourth Street, of which Fa^in and 
Scannell, both of whom were Deputy Sherifis, and the latter a brother 
of Florence, were the proprietors. Further questioning elicited from 
several the information that " they slept there (the Compton House) 
two or three uighta out of the week, and the rest of the time slept 
with their mistregses." Ueeming this matter worthy of investigation, 
Florence Scannell was brought before the Oommittee and sworn. 

Being examined, he admitted having employed some thirty men to 
register names, but stated that he could not tell where they registered 
for the reason that the_y had regiatered^/rom 150 to 200 names, and from 
*' almost every house wi the district." That on the day of election he 
bad engai^ed some twenty men who had voted on about one hundred of 
those registered names. Believing ho was stating only so much of his 
operations aa he chose and concealing the rest, the original registry 
book of his district was obtained, when the Compton House alo7ie was 
found to have 152 names registered therefrotti., while the poll book 
showed that ninety-Jour votes had been cast from tliat house, twenty- 
I «n>^i, of which were never regiMored. 

I The registry book being exhibited to Scannell, and also to one Mc- 
Cilade, bar tender of the Compton House, the two swore tliat they only 
kiew thirty-nine of the one hundred and seventy-nine names registered 
and voted therefrom, and some of this small number were not reaidente 
of the house. 

Of the thirty-nine known to them, but twenty-seven voted, and seven 
of these illegally — six not being registered. Su tiiat under Democratic 
manipulation there were registered from this single house one hundred 
tmd fourteen fraudulent names and seventy four fraudulent and illegal 



How an endeavor to so alter the present registry law ae to render it 
easy in the future to discover, thwart and almost wholly prevent any 

I^milar attempt was opposed by the Democratic members of the last 
;f^tslature, and afler the passage of the bill by the Republicaiie, was 
■Strangled by the veto of a Democratic Governor who held his seat 
<«olely by means of these and eimilar fraudulent votes will be seen 
.liereaftcr. 
Yet still another instance, for the field is lai^ and profitable, 
A young man, addicted for years to the dangerous yet fascinating 
»nd fashionable sin of gambling, but otherwise of good character, was 
engaged during the latter part of October by Peter Norton, brother of 
the notorious Michael Norton, State Senator from the Fiilh Senatorial 
District and Alderman from the Eiglith Ward, to join a gang of 
repeaters operating in tlie Fourteenth, Eighth and SLith Wards. 

The instructions given were " to register as often as possible on Ibe 
two last registry days." Having served his country well and faithfully 
, for some eight years in the marine corps and regular army, and bciujj 
M inclined to the Bide of order and gooa govenuneut," our young friend 
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failed reporting to Norton ilnring the day of the 3f)th ©f October. In &e 
evening lie repaired to tlie liquor store uf Pet«r MitcJicil, prese'it Demo- 
cratic Member of Aeeeinbly, then n caiididivte, ontheoomcr ofBloockef 
and Greeue Streete, where he found congregated some forty repeiiten. 
Excusing binjtelf for abeenoe during the day, he woe ordered to report 
the next morning at 7 o'clock, whereupon he left and relat<-d the tdots 
to the Superintendent of Police and several prominent citizens. Th& 
result was the receipt from them ot'instructiouH to join, the repeater*, and 
in the character of a detective learn all possible of their opemtions. 
Accordingly on the morning of the Zl&t he reported at MilclieU's, but 
found only one of the gang, David Sominers by name, present, who 
claimed to be Peter Norton's lientonant. TAii^ a drinlc with Som- 
mere who gtated tliat Peter had Itcen up all night witli tlie l)oy8, and waa 
then sleeping, the two visited Peter Biirus at his ftnloon, No. 69 East 
Houston Street, who gave thetn each slips of paper bearing a name »nd 
residence written thereon. Under these names they registered in the 
Second District of the Fourteenth Ward, Sommers swearing in his re- 
gistry. Shortly after three others of the gang joined them, and the five 
registered in the Second and Third Districts of the Eighth Ward, At 
the latter place the party was still further augmented m number and 
visited ihe First District of the Eighth Ward where tliey roistered as 
from 84 (rroene Street, the residence of Peter Mitchell. Somniers and 
our detective then called at Peter Norton's, and aronaing him, the three 
joined the others at Mitchell's saloon where they found Senator Norton 
and Mitchell. Some 25 or 30 slips with names and residences oa 
which to register were then furnigiiecl by the two Nortons and Mitch- 
ell, and the information imparted that the occupants c^ the houses froat 
which they were to register understood the matter, and would nnswier 
fiati£factorily any inquiries which might be made by the polico or others. 
The strength of tlie pang constantly inereaaing, they were thoji divided 
into parties numbering from four to twelve each, and dismissed in dif- 
ferest directions. Attached to a party of five woe our detective, and 
after registering in Varick Street they returned to Mitcliell's where 
Peter Norton transferred the detective to a party of twelvp. bound for 
the Sixth Ward. Walking rapidly, this crowd soon arriv' d at No. 4i 
Bowery, known as "Cuddy^s Hotel,"- where tliey found Ednard Cuddy, 
present member of the Board of Aldermen from the Sixth Ward. This 
worthy at once producsd a book containing eome handrf-^is of names 
and residences, and from behind his bar handed, or pn^ed over ht» 
shoulder to each man a small card or slip bearing a name ind residence 
taken from his book. Thus supplied, the party left and reijistered in the 
Ninth District of the Sixth Ward as from 60 and 70 Mott Street and 
62 Bayard Street, some being compelled to Bwoar in their rugistry. Tlu» 
completed the day's work, and our detective retnrned to Mitchell'i! 
where he was directed by Peter Norton to call upon him for his reward, 
and not fail to be on hand on the day of election. It may be added, 
for statememts made by confederates to each other are good and adinia- 
Bible evidence, that it was sta''"' to our detective that they had done 
better than is here set forth m 'he previous day, and since elentioi* 
several of them have boasted u. irogistering and voting from twenty to 
twenty-tivi, times each. All tho facta just stated were fully estab- 
lished under oath by this amateur detective who produced oetore tho 
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^^KJon^rre^^ion^l Committee a? eorohorative evidttncc, nri^nsl -nonj^^^^E 
^^^ocretly made by him at the time of the occiirreiuMS^ and some of lil^^^^H 
identical elips furnished him. An examindtioii of tha original regiaterf 1 
for the dislrinta mentioned, not only ahowed every nunie given by him 
to be regiatcrod as he stated, thnH completely confirming him, but ftUo 
evidenced the fact that from every hoUBO of which this crowd of repeaters 
represented themsclvea residents, there waa a large registration, while 
from inquiriea at the several places and other proof it waa established 
tiiat Buirh registration waa in exceaa of the actual number of legal 
voters resident, from 6 to 27 names in the different houses. 

These are but samples of hnndreda of instances which mighi be given. 
We could readily detail how men repeatedly registered in the same Elec- 
tion District with no other or farther attempt at diaguise than the 
ehanging of their hats, caps and coats on the public street, and almost 
within sight of the registrara : how in some district* an examination of 
the registry was made and the namea of the persons legally rogiatered 
who had not voted were copied and passed to outside parties, where- 
tipon repeaters assuming sncli namea voted thereon ; ana how inspec- 
tors, ehallengera and others who endeavored to prevent these and simi- 
lar scenes were tlircatencd, assaulted and arrested ; but neither the fact 
that repeating was practiced by the Democratic party on a most 
^gantic Bcale, nor tlia intricate, snbtle or varied'ineana employed to 
luicomplish its illegal purposes would be more clearly compreheuded. 
The cases narrat<ia must suffice. 

Yet, we cannot refrain fr.nn anticipiiting the question each reader 
will undoubtedly aak. Waa there no repeating in the interests of the Re- 
pnblicau party in the City of New York * The answer is, that while 
diere were doubtless individual instances, tliere was no attempt made in 
that direction, either oqjanized and general or by any of its leaders or 
candidates so far as is known. And while tlie Congressional Committee, 
two of whom were Demi>crat8 — and one, tlio Hon, M. C Kerr, of In- 
diana, the candidate of his party for tlie Speakership of the House of 
Representatives — waa in being from the 14th of December, ISGS, to the 
4th of March, 1869, and held sessions in New York for one third of 
that time, it is a rem irkablo and honorable fact in tlie language of the 
Committee's supplemental report '' thai there « no evi^dtmoe of any 
" ' id tluU any repxtblicaa waa engagi^d in ftdaa regUieriiig in the in- 
«St of the r<ipiUiltcMi parti/, and without f (due reglsterimj there could 
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UB ISStTK AND USE OF FBAUUCLKNT OKUTIFICATES OF NATCKAI IZiTIOU. 

In treating of this subject, bnt two ■ matters seoni essentially worthy 
'f consideration, viz ; the extent uf the iusue, and the men and inean» 
mployed in tlie work, And asC^jurtd in a number ot the r;ver and 
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central conuties of the State were parties to this form of fi*aTid to quite 
as great an extent comparatively as some of those in the City of "New 
York) we propose in our examination to divide the subject, disciteing 
first 

JTie Nal/araUzation Frcmda in New York City. 

That we may judffe of the number of fraudulent certificates issued 
in the City of iTew York, let us glance for a moment at the st&tistics 
of former years and the preparations made for naturalization in 1868. 
Judge Daly of the Court of Common Pleas, in his exhaustive and able 
article upon naturalization in Vol. xii of the New American Cydo- 
psedia, states that in ten years from 1850 to 1859 inclusive, there were 
naturalized in the City of New York over 60,000 aliens. 

For the eight years from 1860 to 1867, inclusive, the total number 
was 70,604. xhe total number of Naturalizations in New York City 
for each year from 1856 to 1867, inclusive — a period of twelve years, 
was: — 

Year. No. Year. No. 

1856, Presidential 10,493 1862 2,414 

1857 8,991 1863 2,633 

1858 0,769 1864, Presidential 12,171 

1859 7,636 1865 7,428 

1860, Presidential 13,556 1866 i... .13,023 

1861 3,903 1867 15,476 

a total average of 9,207 per annum. This was the work of two Courts, 
viz: the Superior and Court of Common Pleas. The Supreme Court 
ift the First Judicial District had never to this time in the history of 
the State naturalized a person. Notwithstanding the fact that the 
yearly average of naturalizations had been but about 9,000 ; that the 
greatest number naturalized in a single year never reached 16,500 ; 
tiiat three years had elapsed since the close of the war in which 35,927 
aliens had been made citizens, a yearly average of 11,975, or an excess 
of 3,000 per year above the annual average for twelve years ; that the 
addition of such excess to the diminished numbers naturalized in 1862, 
1863 and 1864 would preserve the ratio, and account for those who 
from fear of being drafted had refrained from applying during those 
years of the war ; that the rebellion had reduced the alien population 
of New York City, many of whom enlisted, were killed, died from 
disease, or after the war found homes elsewhere ; and, finally, that the 
yearly average of emigration from and including 1847 to 1860 — a period 
of thirteen years — ^had oeen 197,435, while for the four years from 1860 
to 1863 inclusive — and none who arrived subsequently could be legally 
naturalized in 1868 — the yearly average of alien arrivals had been but 
100,962, or an annual loss of one-half, yet orders were early in Septem- 
ber passed along the Democratic line to prepare on a gigantic scale for 
the naturalization of aliens during the coming month. The Supreme 
Court also determined for the first time to engage in the work of 
making citizens. In accordance with this known determination, there 
were printed for the use of the Courts on the days below named the 
following number of blanks : 



BtlFKKIOB COFBT. 
I Bale, Ifo.appUeation*. No.eertifieate*. 



10,000 



15 
16 



10,000 
10,000 



Sejjt. 16 



SCPBEME CorHT. 

No. a^pliaUumt. No. t 



10,000 
10,000 



25,000 


'5,666 


6,000 


6,000 


10,000 






10,000 


5,000 




6,000 






10,000 


5,000 





or a total of 30,000 ftpplicationa and 30,000 certificates for tlio Superior 
Conrt, and 75,000 applications and 39,000 certificates for tlie amateur 
Court (Snpreme). 

The Court of Common Pleas, which save for a year or two previous 
ghad done the larger share of the work of naturalization, did hut little 
in 186S, its totAl number for the year being 3,li5, of which 1,645 were 
in October. Justice requires the further statement that there was no 
evidence whatever of any fraud in this Court, although all its Judgea 
were elected as Democrats, while proof waa almndaiit that the duty 
entrusted to it of oiaking citizcna of the United States was discharged 
throughout with marked propriety and dignity. 

In the Supreme and Superior Coorte only were frands proven. To 
vhat extent we will now consider. The following table was sworn to 

IBS being the daily number of applications for naturalization on file in 
the Supreme Court Clerk's office for 1S68. 
1868— October 
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October 7.-. 

Octobcr 8 

October 9... 

October 10... 717 

October 13.. 733 

October 13 901 

October 14 533 

October 15. 857 



■October 10 721 

October 17 6S3 

October 19 955 

October 20 944 

October 31 773 

October 22 675 

October 23..-- 587 



Total.. 



.10,070 



Kb 

m 



But these applications do not bIiow the number of naturalizations 
panted by this Court, although they should ao do. They simply show 
9iat for 10,070 certificates issued there are a corresponding nnmber of 
papers purporting to be applications, on file. Let us examine a 
moment in detail. Tlie 10,070 certifieatxjs admittedly issued (there are 
Imown to be 10,093 applications, pretended or otherwise, on file), is 
but 1,070 in excess of the number of blank certificates printed for use 
ity this Court on the 16th of September — three weefa before it 
,liatnralized a man — and is 4,000 less than the nnmber on hand on the 
,'6th day of October when it begnn operations, although (25,000) tioenty- 
'f/oe thousand additional were subsequently printed by order of the 
Clerk, and 10,000 of those within forty-eight hours of tlie time when 
the Court ceased to naturalize. 

Aa Charles E. Loew, Clerk of the County and cx-offioio Clerk of 
the Supreme Court, testified that these blanks were " never given out," 
ftod that certificates of naturalization were "to be given out ordti hi 
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the CUrk on the order of tKe Court," the inqniry a» to whethor the n- 
m&iniog 28 930 blank certificates shown to be printed were in the cuatod/ 
of the OlerlE of tli« Oourt to whom they were doUvered waa deemed 
mportant and pertinent. 

An actual couut of tho Dumber on hand was therefore roqnirod, 
when the Assistant DopaCr Oierk who nude tho count certified that 
1,862 only remained, leaving the large number of 27,068 blanks mia»- 
ii^ and nnaucounted for in any way. 

We find, then, an admitted iaane by this Court of 10,070 certificates 
of uatnralization in sixteen daya, or 10,054 in fourteen days — work not 
really befdnHiiig notil October 8th — a daily average of 718. Beyond 
this IS a clearly proTen, but on the part of the Cuurt, a concealed, iiaoe 
of what extent it ia impodnible to precisely state. Evidence abonnds 
to sustain the positioD taken by the Congreeaional Committee that 
37,068, the whole number of miiiaing blanks, is tiie ooi'rect amount. 

In the Superior Court a singular state of affairs was found to exist^ 
Being required to ttimiBh the committee witii the number of nattiralF 
Kations in that Court in the yefir 1863, and tlio daily iaaue for the 
month of October, Owen E. Westlake, a clerk, on the 2Sth of Deeeni- 
ber, swore to the following statement : 



8flft 


--Tanuary 


84 


18*38— October 9th 


....1,700 


" 


February .. 


100 


" OctoljcriOth 


l,(i5S 


" 


Mardi.. 


105 


" October 12th.... 


-...l,86« 


•* 


ApriL 

MlTy 


140 


" October IStli 


-.-1,808 


•* 


108 


" OctotMir 14th 


- -.2,108 


" 


Jiititj 


102 


" October 15th 


...1,420 




July 


140 


" October l«th 


1,118 


" 


August 


193 


« October 17th---- 


... 840 


•* 


September 


(132 


" October 19th.... 


-...1,02« 


•* 


October Ist 


580 


« October atith 


. . . . 1,004, 


** 


October- 3d 


--. 745 


" October 21st.... 


.... 861 


** 


October 3d 


...- 840 


" October 22d 


.... 911 


" 


October 5th 


.-..1,425 


" October 23d 


...1,024 


* 


October 6t,h 


...-1,721 


" November 


... 41 


u 


October 7th 

October 8th 


...-1,630 
-...1,842 


" December 


... It 



a total of 27,897 for the year, or 26.226 in twenty days in the month 
of October, a daily average of 1,311. On the 2J of Janaarv, 186S*, 
Joeeph Meeka, the Deputy Clerk, swore " that the figures of Westlake 
were dcrired from an actual count ;" and on the 14th of tlie same 
month ufiici.illy certified the total for the year 1868 to be aa ab»ve 
stated, whic-h certificate wae prosented the Committee, under oath, by 
Adam Gillespie, assistant naturalization clerk. If evidence ia worth 
anything, aurely this should be sutlicient to establish the facts testified 
to. Tlie Committee liaving meanwhile appointed a clerk — an attorney 
«t the Supreme Court — to count and examine the application* on file 
m the Clerk's office for the mouth of October, was not a little Burj>rised 
to learn from him, uiuier oath, on the 25th of January, 186SJ, that bat 
kboat 18,000 papers hitd been produced for his impection, and he waa 
infermed that these were all tliere were. Here was a diwa-epaiicy «f 
r tiffkt thoumiul for a single month, and th» loss apparently mads ftinoa 
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e nnmber was so positively aworn to from " an actual count." Fm 
me the result of tliis expoaure, Adam Gillespie, aforementioned, ana 
otEcra, were hastened to Washington to explain away this Btartling ex- 
hibit. Qnite naturally their statements then made, that the tlrat ex- 
hibit submitted and so poaitively testified to was a mere estimate and 
not the •* actual count" ret^uired and sworn to be, were far from satis- 
fiictory, as testimony obtained from other sources concerning the man- 
ner in which most of the naturalizations in tU\3 Court were made, 
Btrongly corroborated the accuracy of the originLi! figures. 

As then stated the daily naturalizations for the month of October 



!S— October 13 _1,3S4 

' October 14 1,569 

' Octoherl5 934 

' OctoberlC 5S1 

■ OetoberlT 418 

■ Octoberl9 709 

■ October20 51T 

Octoherai 428 

' October 22 459 

Octobor23 618 



^68— October 1. 

October 2.. 

October 3, 
October 



42 G 
723 
785 
-1,3G3 



October 6 1,273 

October 7 1,415 

October 8 1,133 

October 9 877 

October 10 804 

Oi:toberl2 2,017 



total of 18,432, a daily average of 931, or 7,794 less than previously 
»m to, while the Committee's Clerk between the time of these two 
jounts" by the Court officers coutd lind but 17,915 applications, or 
itll less than ap|.ieared by the first exhibit of the Court Clerks, and 
T leas tlian was shown by the second. But auppoaing true this last 
" count" of the Court officials, the admitted naturalizations in the 
several Courts in New York city alone for the year IStfS were — 

^nunon Plena 3,145 In October alone 1,645 

BTiorCourt 20,103 " " 18,482 

■' 10,070 " " 10,070 

a total of 33,318, nearly four times the average of former years, and 

more than twice as many as ever belore, while two courts, in an average 
of eighteen days sittings eacli, in addition to discharging their ordinal"/ 
duties, granted 28,502 certificates, or more than eighty-two per cent, 
of the whole yearly number. Adding tlie 2T.06S missing blanks as 
the concealed issue of the Supreme Court, we have a total natui-aliza- 
tion for 1868 in New York city of 60,386, which tlie evidence taken, 
and ranch not obtained but readily to be had, shows to be the more 
accurate and probable amount. And even this, it should be remem- 
bered, is without taking into account the 8,311 additional certificates 
sworn and certiflcd to by three officers of the Superior Court as granted 
by that Court in October. 

Furtnuately there is no question as to who were the leaders in this 
bold and illegid work, for pre-eminently at its head and front must 
necessarily be the Judges who took part therein. In the Supreme 
Court no member of the bench but George G. Barnard naturalized a 
single individual. His position is consequently easily determined. In 
the Superior Court five Judges at titnes naturalized, viz. : John H. 
Cunn, Samuel B. G.irvin, Samuel Jones, John M. Barbour and An- 
|ny L. Robertson, now deceased. All the evidtnce agrees that ias 
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the greater portion of the work was done by Judge McCunn, while 
the gentleman who examined nearly 18,000 of the applications on file 
in tnat Court testified, " I should think about eight-ninths," or iriore 
them {iifiOQ) J^teen trumsamd^ " bore his initials." We cheerfully add^ 
that of all the Superior Court Judges he alone is impeached by the 
testimony taken. These two then, George G. Barnard of the Supreme 
and John H. McCunn of the Superior Court, are originally the guilty 
parties. The story is credited and credible, though from its nature 
difficult to substantiate, that the exertions of both m this matter were 
demanded by Tammany as the price of renomination to their respective 
positions. Certain it is that Jud^e Barnard was at the time a candid- 
ate of his partjr for re-election, while it is well understood that Judge 
McCunn, nominated to his present seat on the bench by Mozart Hall, 
is pledged a renomination this fall by Tammany. 

The Supreme Court was for naturalization purposes open solely at 
night, generally from 7 to 10 o^clock, but occcasionalfy somewhat 
later. The Superior Court, save upon two or three occasions, waft 
open for this work only during the day, while as a rule Judge McOufln 
naturalized but in t&e afternoon. In less than four hours in tihe 
Supreme Court and six in the Superior most of this illegal work was 
done, certificates of naturalization bein^ admittedly granted at a daily^ 
average of 718 in the former and 921 in the latter, while as many as. 
i955 were confessedly issued upon one occasion in the Supreme in about 
four hours, and 2,017 in the Superior in a portion of one day and 
evening, mainly by Judge McCunn. II<^w strangely in view of these 
facts does it sound to read from a report made to the House of Repre- 
sentatives in 1844, of the circumstances attending the impeachment 
and removal of Benjamin C. Elliot, Judge of the City Court of Lafay- 
ette, by the Senate of Louisiana sitting as a high Court of impeachment, 
that " it further appeared that nearly four hundred of these certificates 
(of naturalization) were issued in one day. It seems to your committee 
impossible that this could have been legally done." If the granting of 
** nearly four hundred" certificates of naturalization in 1844 brought 
impeachment and removal upon the offending Judge, it is an easy 
matter to determine tlie least punishment demanded for those who in 
1868, in a few hours, admittedly granted twice and thrice — aye, nearly 
four times that number. As time it^ an important element in determin* 
ing the character of this work, it should .not be lightly passed over. 
We have said that in the Court of Common Pleas naturalization was 
honestly conducted. Let us now ascertain the time required to make 
a citizen and tlie manner of procedure in that Court, that the con- 
trast between it and the Supreme and Superior may be more apparent. 
Judge John E. Brady, who for thirteen years has served honorably and 
faithfully upon the Common Pleas' bench, has testified, " the process 
has been to have parties appear before the Judge in open Court," and 
the time required to naturalize a man " depends very much upon the 
intelligence of the witness. Sometimes it has been done in fi-om three 
to five minutes ; sometimes it has taken more ; sometimes I have held 
cases for refiection for half an hour, or an hour, or an hour and a half.^ 
Mr. Jarvis, Clerk of this Court, testifying on this subject, said, ** Tha 
action of the Court alone would take probably about five vwnutes. 
There were many cases where I knew the Court to be twenty minutea 
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in tile examination of a witneee, and then to reject the applicant." In 

reeponBe to the dirpct qneetion as to why more naturalizations were 
granted in tlie otlicr Oonrta and lesa in hie in ISfiS, the eame witness 
replied, "I cannot state any reason; I may have an impression, I 
don't think we itaturaKBcd thorn rapidly erunigh.'' At the rate stated 
fronj twelve to fifteen eertificatea were granted per hoar in the Common 
Fleas, Who can donbt the correetneeB of Mr. Jarvis' impression on 
reflecting that in tbe Snprwne Court adniittaTioe was not only refused 
citizens, attorneys and rw)crters, but that when present tliey were 
at times forcibly ejected ; ttat in the same Court the admitted natural- 
izations must at times have been granted at an average ^ Tiiore than 
three per minvU; and that .Judge McCunn, of the Superior Conrt, 
lias liimself testified he eonld natnrallEe t»o pcrsoni a mtnuie ; while 
in practice he must have done even better than that! The Congres- 
eional Committee, a majority of whom were tawjera, and some of 
whom had served upon the bench, thought as a rule " a Judge could 
not actnally and properly naturalise over twelve in an hour" — tlbi 
«ver;ige in the Court of Common Ploaa. Ho who taking into con ■ 
eideration these facts does not clearly comprehend why for the firai 
time the Supreme Court was compelled to talie part in naturalization | 
"who does not fully understand the exteniive preparations early made 
by the Supreme and Superior Courts for this work ; and finally, who 
does not m the subsoquent illegal and fraudulent practices of these 
Courts perceive the strongest evidences of a preconceived plan and con^ 
epiracy on tlie part of the Democracy to issue, circulate and employ 
for purposes of illegal registration and voting thousands of fraudulent 
certificates of naturalization, is either a knave or a fool. Such as ho 
would not bo convinced were " one to rise from the dead." Yet 
another fact, and one which oonclusively eatablishea tbe fraudulent 
nature of a large number of the certificates admittedly granted, is tha 
great proportion of " minor applications."* By law if an alien arrives 
in this; country before the age of eighte^i he is entitled, if a resident 
for five years, to be naturalized upon reaching twenty-one, without 
having two years prior to application declared his " intentions." Of 
the 10,070 certificates admittedly issued by tiie Supreme Court, all bat 
382, or Tnore than niTiety-siie per cent, were issued upon these " minor 
Lppli cations," while of the IS, 000 papers examined in the Superior 
lourt 14,000, or eighty per cent, were of the same character. In the 
Jonrt of Common Fleas about fifty per cent, only of those naturalized 
are "minors." The efficient aid which the use of these "minor 
rolicationa" would render in dispensing with the production of a oer* 
leate of previously declared intentions was never lost sight of by the 
jonspirators, while the astounding number of haiy applicants seems ia 
.lo wise to have disturbed the equanimity of our immaculate, dis- 
interested and honest Judges — McC5unn and Barnard. 

Bnt the essential aid rendered by these Judges need not be further 
detailed. It was mainly comprised in one or more of the following 
" ■ linal derelictions of duty : 

. Hasty and incomplete examination of applicants and witnesses. 

I H. Total neglect at times to ccaming the one class or the other. 
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ni. Through negligence, imposition which might easily hare been 
yarded against, or direct complicity, the issue of certificates 
in the names of persons who never appeared in Court, applied . 
therefor, produced a witness or took an oath. 

rV. Similar issue of certificates to applicants, persons of assumed or 
fictitious names and others, upon the oath of residence and 
moral character of persons of assumed and fictitious names, or of 
known criminals and persons of immoral character.* 

Y. Similar issue of certificates based upon " minor applications'* 
when the persons to whom such certificates issued were Iniowa 
or could readily have been aseertcdned to be unentitled there- 
to on such applications. 

VI. Total neglect or refiisal to commit known disreputable persons 
and others whose business it was for a pecuniary or other 
consideration to act as witnesses and who in such capacity 
repeatedly appeared before them. 

VIT. The conducting of naturalizatioa proceedings in a secret man- 
ner, by causing citizens and others to be oenied admission to 
the Court-room, or ejected therefi*om when observed. 

As auxiliaries in the plot of procuring and furnishing fraudulent 
certificates were numerous offices under the control of Tammany Hall, 
or its Committees, and the several Democratic Ward organizations. 
Also an improvised office in the basement of the City Hall. In most 
if not in all these places applications were given out and filled up, pro- 
fessional witnesses employed or permitted, and illegal and fraudulent 
certificates procured from the Courts and distributed, given away or 
sold. Some of the Democratic candidates and many then office 
holders, either secretly or openly countenanced and aided these or simi- 
lar establishments or engaged in outside operations of a like character 
on their own responsibility. IfV ithout attempting to detail the many 
methods adopted to secure naturalization certincates on the part ot 
speculators, politicians, thieves and repeaters, we shall instance a case 
or two illustrative of hundreds which might be recited, and in the ap- 
pendix name the more prominent characters with a statement of their 
efforts. 

A young man, whom for obvious reasons we shall designate as 
Henry, formerly an attache of the city press, being out of employment 
during the month of September and observing signs of activity in the 
neighborhood of the City Hall, determined to engage for himself in the 
work of procuring naturalization certificates. Having a large ac- 
quaintance in the 20th Ward, he made arrangements tliat the names 
of persons for whom certificates were desired should be left at a 
liquor store in 32d Street. Establishing himself at a lager beer saloon 
in Chatham Street, in close proximity to the Courts, with a stock in- 
trade consisting of an ink bottle, a few pens and a number of blank ap- 
plications obtained from the offices of the County Clerk and Democra- 
tic Committee, this was briefly his mode of doing business. 

Receiving each night at his up town headquarters such names as had 
been left for him during the day, he would on the following morning fiill 
up his blank applications, sign them as witness with his own or a ficti- 
tious or assumed name, or procure others to so sign, and when neces- 
sary, would in a similar manner sign both as applicant and witness. 
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During the day or evening he wonld present these papers to the Conrta, 
flometmies wi^ and sometunes without the company of the applicant. 
In this manner appearing on occasions as witness, at other times as ap> 
plicant, and when necessary, as both applicant and witness, Henry has 
testified he procured rryore Hum six hundred cer tfficates. These he 
ibmished to different parties, receiving for his services from one to five 
dollars from each. 

It may be added that Henry has further testified to seeing "as many 
as one hundred'' men " called up by Judge Barnard," and sworn in a 
batch, while other witnesses swore before the Concessional Committee 
to the same effect, one stating that he saw oaths administered by Judge 
Barnard to batches of men numbering " {ram one hundred to about two 
hundred, and I remember one occasion when I counted over one himdred 
and eighty in a batch. There would be four or five batches varying 
from one hundred and ten to two hundred in number, averaging about 
one hundred and forty or one hundred and fifty, got through ty Judge 
JBa/mard in each hour?^ 

A man somewhat actively connected with the Democrati(*, party and 
for years an office holder under Democratic Judges, through a simple 
desire to do his best to swell the Democratic vote, procured the assist- 
ance of two young friends and together the trio prepared and tilled up 
.mainly with fictitious or assumed names, some seventy-five applications. 
These were handed to John B. McKean, Clerk in Judge Barnard's 
CSourt, on two occasions and certificates in the names of such parties 
received on the following days, no person having appeared in Court 
therefor, or been sworn either as applicant or witness. Most of these 
papers were subsequently furnished repeaters and others to aid them in 
Tegistering and voting. The writer sometime since had placed in his 
hands several of these particular certificates, together with a number of 
others issued by the Supreme and Superior Courts in the various modes 
related herein. In instances he has the affidavits of those whose names 
they bear, detailing the facts relative to their obtaining possession thereofl 

A single other fact and we pass to the consideration of affairs in the 
State. It was sworn to before the Congressional Committee, that con- 
tracts were made by two broth^s, whose sole business w«s appearing 
as professional witnesses, for the delivery of certificates in Kings and Or- 
ange Counties, N. Y., and the States of Connecticut and New Jersey, 
for fifty cents each. Some of these certificates were obtained by em- 
ploying eight or ten men who under assumed names repeatedly appeared 
in court and swore themselves through. Others were received direct 
from the hands of the court clerk, no one appearing either as applicant 
or witness. Under these circumstances it behooves all in the Uounties 
and States named (and elsewhere, for the writer believes many were 
aent to Pennsylvania), who would protect the purity of the ballot box, 
to closely scan in the ftiture all certificates presented and purporting 
to have been issued by these Courts in 1868. No one should be allow- 
ed to register or vote thereon without at least being challenged, sworn 
and thorongbly examined. 

Nixt/wralisatian Frcmds in the Sta/te outside of Neix> York City. 

The Copimittee, whilo n >r. having W:\Yt to make an extended tou^r 
through th^ State, visited o.efy county vrhere they had informatioB 



ttaturalization frauds had been pcrpetrnted. Tbeee embraced Weft- 
cheater, Orange, Dntdiesa, lEenseelaer, Livincston and Monroe. In all 
of these groea frands were proTen bat eenerally of a character different 
from those commifted in New Tort City. In almost everj ca«e tha 
certiflcatea iaaned in tlieee eonntiea, amounting In the aggregate to 
about 811 thousand are totally nnll and void, having been igsaed without 
authority or warrant of Jaw m any reej^ect. As a mio no conrt wai 
hehl, and no Judge was jireeent. Tlie pretended natraliKations were 
made by County Clerks, their ftasiBtantfl, deputies, and in instancof, acting 
a«ietantft. Not a single certificate so granted is worth the paper it ii 
■written npon, and no person sliould be allowed to register or vote there- 
on. In Weatcheeter, Orange and Dntcheea. a 1arg« number of certifi- 
cates were found, purporting to have been obtained from the Stipreraa 
and Superior Coart& of New Tork City, In the main theee were Bont 
to some prominent democrat who delivered them to tlte parties whose 
namee tliey bore or placed them where they could be readity obtained 
by Euch persona. Very few of those who thua reeeived certificatea ap- 
plied therefor, appeared in court or were Bworn. 

The great length of thia ohapter precludee any fnrtlier or more 
elaborate statement, while the points given, if carefully noted, majr 
prove of eervioo in future elections. A single eopy of tlie ovidonw 
taken by the Committee, can at least, be obtained by some wido-awaka 
and enemetic citizen, from hia member of Congress, the details and 
extent of the frauds learned therefrom, and a plan devised to prevent 
the injuriouH use of these certificates. 

Bat our history would be incomplete were we to omit to fitats tha 
Btricking fact that in every county where fraudi in naturalization were 
found to have prevailed, the Judgffl and County Clerk* or thoee wlie 

f ranted the certificates were Democrats. Not a eingle illegal or frau- 
nient certificate wae proven to bave been issued in a county where th« 
Judges and Clerks were Republicans or by an officer of that politicd 
feitli. The writer has no comments to make. 

TIlc facts are ctated, the record is made and tlie truth alone haa l>eea 
■written. The reader must draw his own conelusions, and in the fnturs 
■when called upon to exercise the right of sufferage, let him with the 
light before him act conscientiously npon his own couvietiona of right, 
and justice, and hie duty to himself and bis country. 



CHAPTER IT. 



C01fBTDSRi.TIOKB IDB TSB FUTtTIlB AMD nOLKDlTS PSOPOBKD, 

No (j.'vndid reader of the foregoing chaptors can fail to comprehend 
ttiat unices meaeures of the most poeitire character be taken te prevent 
in the future a repetition of scenes so di^raceful, illegal and criminal, as 
are there recited, the days of a Republican fonn of goToniinent in oar 
ootmtry are already numbered. Based as our government is upon the 
fimdamental idea of popular sujlrage asd the rul9 of majorities, if a 



^^Bw men, or apar^, with the intent to defeat and subvert the will^^^^f 
^^ne people and aggrandize office and power to thomaelves, can BCcrs^^H 
' Concoct, boldly plan, and Bucceasfdllj execute on the grundest Bcalo ' 
th« most danserous and criminal schemes of fraud ; can escape all pun- 
ishment for uieir offeticoa, and whenever, and oa often aa the occasion 
ihall in their opinion aeem to demand it, can perpetrate anew their 
nefariona operations with the aid derivable from tliu fraudulent insti'U- 
mente previously obtained, then, indeed, are American institutiona a 
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.tilnrt, and rcvointion, anarchy and ruin sure to follow. 

^^Wb have no desire to be considered an alarmist. But no i.ine mao, 

view of what has been shown to have transpired in Nei\' ^"ork, -and 

th the knowledge that courts in California and Penney i\';tnia also 
ged in issuiiig fraudulent ccrtiiieatcs of naturalization to no ijj,:on- 

[erable extent, can doubt that the eflbrt was seriously made by or 
<m behalf of the Democratic party to carry tlie laet Prcsi Jential election 
by fraud. 

"■ And if the certificatea so issued cannot, or are not to bo treatci aa 
er than legal and valid, what ia to prevent in the future one or 
^ore courts in each State, or county if aoomod necessary, engagiii;; in 
similar attempts I Or again, if two courts in New York can, in an 
Avera^ period of less than three weeka, issue some 60,000 certilicated 
of citiaenaliip upon which votes may be cast, what is to Iilndei" those 
eoorts in a period of a few short montha from granting ancli a number 
of naturalizations as would make the attempt to elect national officera 
of a politiool faith other than Democratic as futile and uselo^ as it now 
18 in the metropolis of the nation to endeavor to place a Kepublioan ia 
flie Mayor'a chair? 

Lot none be deceived by the thought that such certifieateB could 
not be used on the day of election. From 1845 to ISfiS the 
mrerago por centum of votes caat in the State of New York, 
compared with the actual number of voters, was loss than 
per cent. The average in Presidential years, from 1848 to 
;864 inclusive, was 87.19 per cent. In 1863 this average -in the State, 
6wiug to frauds, was ninety-two {92)per cent,, while in tlio city of New 
York the per centage was ons hundred and eight (108). In other 
words, the number of votes caet in the city of New York at the Proai- 
dential election of 1888 waa, as compared with the actual number of 
jVoters therein, more than twenty per cent, in excess of the ayerage in 
"'le State at any previous Presidential election, sixteen per cent, mora 
lan the average in tlio State at the same election — alth«lgh, as a rule, 
Viore votes proportionately are polled in the country than m the city— 
ftnd eight per cent, rnore tham, ths whole number ofvotera in the cify, 
supposing every such person to have voted.* 

rhe frauds we have ^lown lost the Republican party New York and 
Hew Jersey with their forty electoral votes, nearly^ne seventh of tha 
whole number of the electoral college and one^ialf of the official 
strength of the Democracy in that body. What then is to bo done I 
It is idle to talk of punishing repeaters and others when Judges of our 
highest courts are themselves tlie most wilful and fla^ant violators of 
the law. Not a man has been placed on trial in New i ork city by the 
State officials for a violation of the election laws at the election of 1838, 

•^UcDlatloBi buad a| 
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though hundreds of su^'li criminals are well known to the autlioritiai 
But tills is the rule, thciOugMy established and well understood, with 
hardly an exception known, "the probabilities of conviction or punish- 
ment we are wholly relic \'ed from considering. Indeed, a Grand Juiy 
mainly composed of proTn inent Tammany politicians, evidently selected 
for tlie purpose, ana wLIjh asiembled shortly itfter the election, with 
the cry of frauds on the elective franchise ringing m their ears upon 
every side, could find nothing in that direction worthy of injuiry, out 
devoted their time to a Paul Pry endeavor to ascertain what, if any 
iimounts in money Eepublicans had contributed towards the expenses 
ef lihe c'l IV Si. And when, as has been testified to by a gentleman 
summonc } before them, the direct offer to ftimish proof of frauds in 
the election was made them by him, one of the jurymen " re- 
plied that I (he) was not called for that purpose : that if they needed 
me (himj they would let me (himj know.** The advantages and privi- 
leges enjoyed by, and the protection afforded to the adherents of Tam- 
many, who for the benefit of the Democratic partjr engage in any form 
of illegal work which depraved ingenuity can devise, or wicked and 
abandoned characters perpetrate, could not be more forcibly shown. 
But one remedy remains — legislation. Congress can and must enact 
such laws as will prevent the recurrence of extensive frauds in repeat- 
ing canvassing, ptc, at future elections for President and Members of 
Congress. The present naturalization laws, embraced as they are in a 
number of statutes, should be repealed, and a general act, with every 
section carefully considered and explicitly expressed, should be passedL 
But nowhere is this more fully appreciated tnan at Washington. The 
only troublesome question has been as to what courts and oflScers 
shall exercise the power of making citizens. Probably not less than 
twenty bills on the subject of naturalization were introduced in the two 
houses at the last Session of the Fortieth Congress. That the matter 
was not acted upon at that time was solely because it was thought the 
wisest and safest course to await the report of the Committee investi- 
gating the frauds in New York. When that was received, as stated in 
the preface, no time remained. There Vrill be, however, no unneces- 
sary delay at the coming session, and one of the plans below mentioned 
will certainly be adopted. 

I. The power to naturalize will be confined to the Circuit Court and 
District Courts of the United States, and the highest court of record in 
each State, or 

II. Such p«rer will be conferred only upon the United States Courts, 
Cominissionere in Bankruptcy, and where necessary officers to be ap- 
pointed by the President, or Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, to hold office during life or good behavior, and be 
blown as Commissioners of Naturalization. 

In either case the illegal action of judges, officers and clerks will be 
more closely guardid against than heretofore, and all derelictions of 
duty will be made punishable in the United States Courts. In the 
opinion of the writer the second method would be preferable, 
and the only objection which has ever, so far as his information 
extends, been made thereto, viz. : that it creates new officers, shoiQd 
weigh but little against the advantages and results derivable from its 
adoption. It is known to more nearly meet tl^e views cf the memben 



t Conjn'eBa from tlie Eastern and Middle Btatoa tlmn any otlien 
.. rifiinaliy proposed the meaaiire restricted tlie right to n&tur^lfze to ti 
ETnitcd Statea Courta and the ConimiBsioners in Baukruptcy. In thia 
shape tlie Southern and Western members were strongly opposed 
thereto, such conrta and officers being leas numerona in their section 
of country than with us. The addition of the section pi-oviding for 
^^e appointment of Commissionere of Naturalization, who should hold 
Ipnrt tor the purpose of naturalizing in each county in their districts 
B eacli month, obviated this otherwise serious objection. 
E Among other measures tending to prevent and punish frauds upon 
Se elective franchise which will be strongly urged, are bills 
/awn by the Hon. Wm. Lawrence, of Ohio, Chair:nan of the Com- 
aittee which investigated the New York frauds, providing methods 
A punishing repeating, false registering, illegal voting, and fraudulent 
pnvassing at elections tor President and Members of Congress ; requir- 
» Oongi'ossional Elections to be held on the same day throughout the 
pnion ; and providing measures whereby a Presidential election may 
s contested. Thus mu6h we ai-o promised from the National legisla- 
[(Lture. 

Let ns now consider what, if anytliing, has been done or remains to 

te done by the State of New York. The last Legislature passed and 

the Governor signed a bill affi.Ying penalties for any attempt to register 

or vote upon naturalization certiiicatca known to bo illegally issued or 

^^fraudulently procured. Beyond thia the State could not go so far as 

^fcraventiiig the future use of such certificates is coneenied. 

^K A bill to provide and punish frauds in canvassing was unfortnnately 

^^ot passed. Tlie fact may be partially attributed to the resignation of 

I, tlie Hon. J. C. Eancrott Davis — now Assistant Secretary of State at 

"W"a.shington— who had the bill in charge. This bill should receive 

early attention from the next Legislature. 

^^ But the most important measure remains to bo considered. Early 

^K April, ISflO, the attorneys who had repreaented the Election 

^^Boinmittees of the Union League Club of New York in the Congrea- 

^Bonal investigation, and wliose attention had been specially directed to 

every detail ot the frauds, reported tliat if a few simple yet important 

amendments were made to the existing registry laws the opportuuitiei 

for illegal conduct aud action would be greatly lessened. 

^^ They were instructed at ones to prepare and submit a bill embodying 

^^me proposed changes, to have it speedily presented in both branches of 

^Hte State Lef^islature, and to urge ita passage, 

^■^Acting under such orders a bm was drawn, and on tiR 10th of April 

introduced in the Senate by the Hon. A. W. Palmer, and on the 16th 

of the same mouth oflbrcd in tlie Assembly by the Hon. N. B. La Ban. 

Bv hard worktliia bill was got through the latter body on the 4th 

■of May, and passed the Senate two days later, and within a few 

^Dours of the final adjournment of the Legislature, *£very Democrat in 

^B>oth houses strenuously opposed it for no apparent^^ason, save that it 

^Hras what it purported to be, a bill " to ascertain by proper proofs the 

ritizens who shall he entitled to the right of suffrage." By the State 

Constitution, all bills which having passed the Legislature shall not b» 

returned by the Governor within ten days after presentation, beooma 

_lawB without his signatnre, unless the Legislature by adjourning ah^l 
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have prevented such retam; in bucIi oaso they are dead, *Ax th» 
Xi^slatofe adjou-ned bo Boon after tlia paaaage of the act under dia- 
COBsioQ, it was feared by the advocates of the meaAara that tlie Gor- 
ernor, who it waa never supposed would tiaa tha bill, would carefullj' 
T^ain from making public his objections thereto. 

Most happily were they disappointed. On the 16th of May, Go?^ 
ernor Hoffman pent the bill to the offioe of tha Secretary of State 
vithout his signature, and with a Bingular lack of political sagacity ao- 
companied the Bame with the following statemgnt of his reasona ftw 
disapproving the meaaure. 

In my snonal mpsanca I took Iho sT'oacd Ibat " thore iboold be one Reaistry Uw 
for the whole State, impiisinf; tx)iul cnnilltinna and reitrictioDBUTerjwhere, ar.a It BhouM 
be tha aim thereof to lecure to every citizen hiB right of luflragti free ftum intimi<l>tii>ii, 
corruption, or onerous eiacUone." 

This bill not only makuB fegnlalions for tbe eltie* 't New York and Brooklyn, 
diflBTinr from those wliich it applies to tbe othnr parts o( tlia State, but it c^mtains pro- 
Tifrions llkaly to deprivo honeat voters of Ihulr rights, and to impede tbe freu uxutcisa ot 
Hi* »aSr»ge. 

BoctlonSoftheoriglnM RagiBtryUw, as ameoded by chapter 813 of tho laws of ISOfl, 

nvides that the mentin); of the Ibspectora forCnsl rsvialon of the registry iists shall bo 
1 on Friday preced.ii.:; the election, and that tbey shall, " on that day add toaiid 
UsU the name of any Tui.er who would on the first Tuesday of KoTember be eiitUled to 

Bection 8 of this bill abollBbee tbs Friday meeting, and tuliatltutea another diy aa 
the day of final revision, and does not re-ennact, ai applIrnMe to tbii subBtiiutud day, or 
any other, this provision for adding the names of those wlio, not then entitled tn vote, 
Vould nevertheleBl be so entitlsd on the day ofelectien, by having inenntlme come of 
age. The law aa It would stand, if this biU were approved, would exclude this claiw of 
penons from a constitutional right 

~ Section 4 of the bill provides that If one Inspector choose not to denlsre a man's nams 
to be oo the list, his voice shall not Iw received, or, if received by the Board of Inspect- 
ort, saeh vote Bhall not 1» counted in any mibaequent "legialative or judicial scrutiny" 
of tLe election. The bill provides only that a special list be kept of tbe peraous whosa 
Toto* shall be received under such circunislsnces, but It is obvious that to muki tfas 
the provision that the vota sball not be afterward counted efi'uctuKl, not only tha 
"lerbut Ilia ballot must be identified. 

This could ouly be done by marking the ballot, and although the law dm-s not 
antliorize this to be done, yet the practlcu of doin;; so would ho apt to grow up. To do 
this would violate the secrecy uf the ballut. As tbe eiisling election law require! 
that all ballots for any oiticer by whomsoever cast, shall be dep<islled in the one box 
provided for such ballocs, it is plain lliero Is no other way of carrying the pruvlsLon 
into effect, except by marking the ballot or ciimpetling the voter, in the subsetinetit 
■cnitiny to reveal how he voted. Both these tyilhode would be in violation of every 
•lector's right to vuIq by Bi^crut ballot. Joan T. Uopfuam. 

With the Governor's ohjectionB before us, let na examine the provi- 
, aions of the bill and review the statements of the veto. 

In conBideraig the bill we shall note the changes wliich it would 
have made in the existing laws and the occasion therefor. The 
firet section simply enbBtituted Tuesday four weeks for Tuesday thre& 
weeks before the day of election aa the time for the first nieoting 
of the Boards of Regi&trv. The second section pruvided a new method 
of registering whuM while simple and easy of execution, could bat 
prove of incalculfflie benefit in the prevention of Iraud. Under the 
existing law the inepectors register the names of the voters alphabeti- 
cally, according to their respective surnames, so as to show in one col- 
nmn the names in full, and in another column the residences. By tho 
plan proposed, the names of tlie voters in each house would be regis- 
-^ — 1 imaGr the nomber of the house and street iu which they reside. 
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Ae now condnctad, it is evident thiit it is Ixiyond the power of thft 
inspector, without a long and tedioTia Beweh through every letter of the 
alphabet and on every page of hia register, to ii«!PrtAiR who or what 
uumljer of jienions have re^stered from any prven hoiino. Yet this is 
information he should be able to obtain at a glance, Tha election dia- 
trietfl in New York city seldom, if ever, exceed three or four blocka in 
«(tent — some are bat two— and there is rarely a district of which at 
least one of the ijiBpectora is not a reaident, or peraonally acquainted 
with most of the legal voters ; nevortheloss, tlie fact ia notorious that 
from the very neceflsitiee of the caee and the occasion, men are often 
times illegally registered, frequently a Itirge namher, frora the resi- 
liences of persona well known to the iuHpectore, whoso attention is first 
drawn to ttie fact after the close of registration, M'hcn the evil ia don© 
and tlie remedy aiihstantially gone. If, however, the mode snggested 
had been adopted, the moment an address was given, as the inapoctois 
turned to place on the registry the electors name, the houao by street 
and number would he brought prominently to the attention of at least 
■ome one of the Board, who would remember its precise locah'ty, who 
owned, who resided there, and whether it was a private residence, 
boarding house, hotel or tenement. Ia short, an opportunity for tho 
detection of fraud would be presented, whicli under tho present law 
does not exist. 

The third section provided that registration should clodo on the 
second Monday preceding the day of the eeneral election. This would 
fillow six working days to intervene, wliereaa under the existing law 
there is but one. The justice and propriety of this change mnat be evi- 
I ^ent to all when it is remembered tliat in mr«t of tho cities of our State, 
!cially in New York whore were regiatered last fall over one hun- 
i and seventy thouaand names, nearlv (me-lialf of the entire registry 
I made up on the last day oV dnys, wnile under the existing law no 
mrartunity is aftbrded for scrutinizing and verifying tho lists, canvas- 
Ug the several districts, preparing chnHen^ro books, and otherwise en- 
MToring to secure a fair and honest exjjresaion of tlie public will, pra- 
_iirt the polling of illegal votoi, and proviile for the arrest of those who 
jonld violate tlie laws and usurp or destrny the rights and liberties of 
me people. Bad and designing men have simpiv to refrain from regis- 
~« until late in the afteruoon or evening of tlie Saturday preceding 
__ £ij of eleotion (Tuesday) when within sixty liours thereafter — forty 
Eirhicli are either sacred to religion or devoted to rest — they are able 
h vote without fear of detection, and against tho will of tlie lawiiil 
uectora to place in positions of honor, truot and profit, executive, legi»- 
lative and judicial ofiicers. 

The more important features of the fonrth section provided that two 

inspectors of diilorent political ftith, ahonld each have sole chaise of 

the registry on the day of election, for the pnrpose of checking tho 

names of those who voted, and that a uniform mark ahonld be used as- 

euch check. Also prohibited the receiving of any vote untQ the said 

I two inspectors slioiild have found and declared the elector's name to bei 

) the register. The objects aimed at by these provisions were all 

tempted to l>e civered by section six of the act of 1865, but the mora 

borongh detail of this bill and the ad litim ',f a clause requiring any 

iolation thereof to be noti^i in writing in tlio inspectora' oooks, and 
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making bucIi violation a misdemeanor punishable by licavv line or long 
imprisonment, or both, would, it was believed, secure a ,more perfect 
compliance with the law on the part of its oflScers. It is well kiiown that 
a lai^e immber of TOtes have been received at every election without 
time being allowed the single inspector, who, under the present law, is 
placed in charge of the clieck copy of the register, to ascertain if the 
parties offering to vote were registerea, while it is eaually notorious 
that hundreds of votes were polled in the city of New 1 ork at the elec- 
tion last November — and this must have been with the aid and conni- 
Tance of said check inspector — who were never registered. 

By the change proposed no <>r2^ inspector or clerk could connive at 
the commission oi fraud so deliberate and destructive as this, and the 
lionor of the State as well as the general welfare would seem to demand 
that the opportunity should not be aftbrded. It will be observed, that, 
jby the system of checking proposed, the check registers would show not 
only the number registered but the number of votes polled and the 
names of the voters, thus uniting in one book a registry and poll 
list, and affording a means of detecting fraud on the part of poll 
clerks or canvassers. To illustrate; it was testified to before the 
Congressional Committee that at the November election in the 
third district of the Foiu'th Ward of New York, during the absence of 
one of the poll clerks, his associate copied fom the register list in the 
lands of an inspector eightv-five (85) names which he added to both of 
the poll lists without the knowledge of the other clerk. When the 
canvassers took possession this number of votes was dropped among the 
ballots as they were turned from the boxes upon the table and counted 
in the return made, yet under the existing law no means are provided 
for the detection of so skillful a fraud. 

* The fifth and last section provided for the inspection of all registers 
.and poll lists without charge, by any elector. This is substantiafly jthe 
present law, the amendment bemg merely adding the poll lists not now 
open to examination. 

Let us now examine the Governor's objections to this seemingly just 
And necessary bill. They may be briefly stated : 

I. Because the bill made " regulations for the cities of New York 
and Brooklyn, differing from those which it applied to the other parts 
^f the State." ... 

II. Because it contained " provisions likely to deprive honest voters 
»jof their rights, and to impede the free exercise of the suffrage." 

There is a reference by the Governor to a portion of his Annual Mes- 
isage, in which he advocated a registry law for the whole State, but it is 
evidently not spoken of as a reason for declining to sign this bill, so 
that the two heads given cover his objections. The first is a statement 
of fact The second of opinion solely. The former is true ; the latter, 
as we shall show, is without foundation. But while admitting the 
charge of diffeifcg regulations for the Cities of New York and Brooklyn 
—-and such differences have always existed, and must necessarily con* 
tinue to exist — ^we are at a loss to know which of such differences the 
Oovemor disapproved o^ for he utterly fails to designate it Possibly 
all were distasteful, and so his language would imply, yet it is difficult 
to sewh^r ho sh ould disapprove of an additional day being allowed 
aresidents of New York and Brooklyn in which to register, or object to 
the Boards of Begistry in those cities being compelled to hold sessiona 



■eta 



„_ hour eai'lier and two houra later than in the other portions of the 
State. Nor doa^ it seem possible that Jie could have objected to a 
single additional copy of the reaistrj being made in the City of New 
York, for the purpose of being tiled in the office of the Bureau of Elec- 
tions, or tlie requirement that the mark which inspeetora must make in 
their check registers opposite the name of every person voting, should 
in New York and Broolclyn be similar to a letter V. 

Indeed, we are confident no one will for a. moment pretend to believe 
that the Chief Magistrate of the State of New York refused to sign 
this bill in consequence of these differences- Y'et every provision 
maJdng regulations for the cities of New York and Brooklyn differing 
from tnose applicable to the remainder of the State which are not spe- 
cually included by the Gijvernor as falling under his second objection 
lias been mentioned save one. 

The exception eonsiste in the requirement that in every district in 
H"ew York and Brooklyn, two inspectors, one of each political faith, 
^lall each have on the day of election the sole charge of a copy of the 
•egistry for the purpose of checking the names of such persona as vote. 
"Mo cliange in this respect was made iu the remaining districts of the 
State, the existing law directing one inspector to keep such copy, but 
not preventing two fi-om so doing if they chose. It would hardly seem 
that this simple provision could have caused the Governor to withhold 
his signature, but doubtless it did, and a reason for such belief can be 
readily given. Prior to the year 1S68, acting under the existing law, 
the Democratic Board of SupervisorB of Kings County, who had the 
ftppointmont of all election officers, had uniformly followed the prac- 
tice of the Republican Board of Police Commissionera in New York, 
and divided such appointments equally between the two political 
parties. At the election in 1869, when Hoffinan was the candidate of Mb 
party for Governor, the Democratic majority in this Board of SupervisorB, 
-Hcting if we may judge from its proceedings under a preconceived and 
'""^ed plan, held a quasi secret session, and appointed the election offi- 

B, Their selections being made known, it was found that with 

■dly an exception, every inspector of registry and elections was a 
lemoorat. The same condition of aifairs would have existed in New 
ork had the Democracy had a majority of the Board of Police Oom- 
' isioners. The section of the bill last noticed, in providing for the 

icking of the registry by two inspectors, and requiring each to be of 
.different ix)litical faith, would have prevented the repetition in the 
jJbture of any such proceeding, and always secured the minority one 
nt of the four inspectors. 

The honest and fair minded of all parties will not only believe the 

jvision eminently wise and proper, but somewhat less than jnst. 

le Governor, grateful to hia party for their conduct and course, conld 
only regard it as au objection to the bill and a hindrance to future par- 
^an aetion on behalf of himself and hia political friends. 

But we pass to the consideration of the second and last objection. 
The bill, says the Governor, "contains provisions likely to deprive hon* 
est TOters of their right, and to impede the free exercise of the suffi-age." 
Fortunately, those provisions are designated by the Governor, and hia 
TiewB thei-eot expressed atlength, wherefore we may examine them both 

' not only if tho fact be so, but if his arguments are correct, Ha 



first BayB that by chapter SIS of tlio laws of ISCC, the Prifltvy f 
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"y revise the registry 
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deBignated for the meeting 
_ c try hats, and that said iiispectora were _ 

zegnired"on thatdaytoaddtoeaid list« the nameofany voter who would 
CO the first Tueeday of November be entitled to vote. That the worda 
are correctly quoted by tlie Governor no one will dispute. Ho adds that 
■ection 3 of the bill under discussion amends so much of chapter 813 u 
fcee the Friday before election for final revision by substituting the 
" Tuesday, one weeii preceding the day of tlie general election" as tbs 
time for suah revision. This ii true, and the Governor makes no oh" 
joction to tlie change. Proceeding, ho says this bill " does not ro-enact 
as applicable to the aubatitntod day, or any other, this provision for ad- 
ding the names of those who not then entitled to vote, would, ncverthe* 
toflB, be BO entitled ou the day of election by having meantime comeol 
age." Again correct. But adda the Governor : " the law as it would 
stand, if thia bill were approved, would exclude this class of peracoili 
from a constitutional right." Hero we beg leave to difter with our 
Chief Magistrate, Only bo mucli of the law of 1866 wonld have been 
ehangcd by this bill as was expressly amended. All tliat waa nofc 
altered would have remained in force. Now, as this bill onl^ changed 
"the Friday preceding the election," as the day of fiual revision, to tit* 
" Taeeday, one week before the election," the remainder of tlie Rectioo 
providing for the registration of tlie class referred to by the GovernOK 
woald have remained as operative as before. It is painful to tbialc 
fliat the Governor allowed hia party zoiil to so alieot both * " 
mind and his official action aa to caugo him to wholly ovarl 
BO apparent a fact. But again. The law of 1SC6 eecma to hairtj 
been worded with the very change projiosed in this bill in view^ 
After fixing a day for the revision of the regisfeiy, it readtl 
■And they (the inspectors) shall th^n revise tlie said lists and shfll] 
on that day add the names of those who would bo legal voters 
the day of election." \Vhctiier the words " thcu" and " that day" re 
only to the day named, " Friday," or are to be cnnsiderod more geneed 
and to mean the day of revisitm^ may he somewhat questioned 
The writer believes the latteris the true application. But f^raut that 134 
Governor's aaaumption is correct, and the Friday before iiie elcctioali 
the day indicated. Immediately following in the same soi'lioa we teadil 
"But m making eucli addition on tliat day, (Friday the i Governor Bay% 
and for argument's sake we admit it,} or any prior day,''' Ehe inspectoif 
ehall conform to the requirements of the other provisionB if the regieta^ 
lawB prescribing their duties. If the interpretation of th.! Chief ^^^^ 
trate is correct, we should be pleased to know what the \/urds " or any 
prior day were inserted for." 

Do they not clearly imply that another day prior to Friday preoedr 
ing the election, may be named for the re^-isioa of the list, and thai 
" then," and " on " that day — the day of revision — the names of oectais 
persona shall be added 1 \'^o so tliiuk, and with the knowledge that tia 
bill objected to by the Governor deaigiiated a " prior day" for such relt 
Bon, and the well known rule of law and parlianieiitary usage t&at 
whatever of a law is not repealed liy a subscquont act remains aliyf 
and of legal eifect, it is exceedingly difiicnlt to believe the class of pess 
RODB spoken of by the Governor would or could be exchideU "fromft 
QfinBtitational right" 



The next prnvisioTi, -which tho Governor thinks * liiely to imped* the 
free exercise of the auffraa^ " is contained in section fonr of thii oilL He- 
etatea it as folloms : " l^hut if one inspector cHooee not to declM« a 
mnn'e name to be on the list, hia vote ahall not be received, or if received, 
by tlie Board of inapectora, aiieh vote ehall not be counted in *ny nsb^ 
eecment legislative or judicial ecrutiny of the election." The Govdinor 
IB nere a. little unfortunate in UiB languaga. Whut tlio section unrW 
discusHion did require may be learned by referring back to the foot ot 
page 25, where it is fully set forth. The existing law declaree, " Nor ihaft 
the name of any person be placed or retained on such raster withool 
the concurrence of three of tlie four inspectors." It also provides that n* 
vote shall be received save from a person found to be previoofily rcgiBtarod, 
wherefore it follows that no person can vote unless three of the iDipectors 
consent thereto. As well might the Governor eay tliat under that lair 
" the free exercise of tlie Buftri^e " is impeded, because if two inspec- 
tors choose not to place a man's name on the list, his vote can not b» 
received. Tet no difficulty was found in 1868 in regiatering 170,398 
names, and polling 156,060 votes in New York city. The necessity fa* 
the objectienable provision has been fully sliown, and it ii onl/ 
needed to direct attention to the heavy penalties attached to the refa- 
eal or neglect of any officer of election to properly discharge his duties 
and which were never before a part of any registry act, for all to under- 
etand how trilling and untenable is the Governor's position. To thst 
portion of tlie section requiring a list to be kept of all votes received 
contrary to tho provisions of the bill, and forbidding that any auck 
TOtes should ho counted in any " legislative or judicial scrutiny," the 
Governor also objects, and quite naturally. For wliile tlie existing and j 
all prior laws have contained in the very words of this bill the prohibi- 1 
tory portion of the clause, the requiring of a list of sneh ille^l votes t»l 
be kept, would greatly aid a contestant who believed himself wrong- 
fully kept from his riglita, and prove beneficial in preventing fraudn- 
lent voting and connivance thereat on the part of election officers. Th* 
Governor attempts, at the close of " his objections," to argue for a 
secret ballot, apparently forgetful tliat by the State Constitution and 
the decision of the Court of Apppals, all voting is and must be by 
secret ballot. The pretense, that in order to throw out any il- 
legal vote in the event of a " legislative or judicial scrutiny," 
it would 1)0 necessary (although tho bill " does not authorize thii 
to be done," tlie Governor Bays) to mark the ballot is so fool- 
isli, shallow and nntme, as to be unworthy of notice. With hardly 
an exception, not a legislative session, state or national, has boea 
held for the last quarter of a century, without seats therein being con- 
tested, committees appointed, evidence taken, and the knowledge as t* 
how, when and where an elector voted, obtained with coniparativaly 
little difficulty. ' But the Governor, having never served in a lejjislativa 
body, and being still in the hands of his party trainers may have been 
ignorant of such fact, and innocently unaware of the rule oi such bodict 
ffoveming testimony and witnesses. Wo must, therefore, forbear all 
fiirther discussion of the subject, for " whore ignorance is bliaa 'tis folly 
to be wise" wud truthfully written long years ago. 



iiBt s»ys that by chapter SIS of tlte laws of ISCO, the Friflay 
fug the elootion w»a deeienatcd for the meeting of tha insp* 
finally rcviso the registry hats, and that said inspectors were by 
xeqaired " on that day to add to eaid lists the nameof Aiiy voter wh 
em the first Tuesday of November bo entitled to Toto, That th 
are correctly quoted by the Governor no one will dispnte. He a 
■eetion 3 of the bill under discussion amends 60 mnch of chapte 
faee the iViday before election for final revision by eubetitot 
■ Tuesday, one week preceding the day of the general election 
time for Boah revision. Tliis is true, and the Governor make 
jaction to tlie change. Proceeding, ho saya this bill *' does not 
as applicable to the substituted day, or any otlier, this provisioi 
ding the names of those who not tUen entitled to vote, would, D 
lees, bo bo entitled on the dny of election by having meantime.: 
age." Again correct. But adds the Govemor : " the law as i 
etand, if Uiis bill were approved, would exclude this class of.; 
from a constitutional rigut," Here we beg leave to difiorK 
Chief Magistrate. Only so much of the law of 1860 would h»l 
ehanged by this bill as was expreesly amended. All tliat i 
altered would have remained in force. Xow,ad this bill onlf^ 
" the Friday preceding the election," as the day of final i-evisK^ 
" Tuesday, one week before the election," tlie remainder of ^ 
providing for the registration of tlie class referred to by the 
would have remained as operative as before. It ia pain^xiJ 
l3iat the Governor allowed his party zeal to so ulTe^^^lS 
mind and his oftidal action as to cause him to AFb<iV^^ 
•0 apparent a tact. But again. The law of lS6fi b«^^;;«, 
been worded with the very change pro]>o8ed in thi& ~v 
After fixing a day for the revisiou of tho rcgia V- , ^ ^ 
"And they (the inspectors) sh^Jl then revise the sai^ ,— 
on that day add the names of those who would 1 
the day of election." AVhether the words " then" 
only to the day named, " Friday," or are to be oonsLd 
and to mean the day of revifion, may be sou 
The writer believes the latter ia the truo application. 
Govemor'a assumption is correct, and tlie Friday ^ 
the day indicated. Immediately following In the e 
■But m making bucIi addition on tliat il.n, ■''■'■'- ^ 
and for argument's sake we admit it.) or ■ 
■hall conform to the requirements of tiic 
laws prescribing their duties. Iftheint-:; >- - 

tnte is correct, we should be pleased to km 
prior day were inserted for." 

Do they not clearly imply that another ti 
ing tho election, luav be named for t' 
" then," and "on " that day — tlie dsT-i 
pereona shall be added ? Wo so thinly 
dUI objected to by the Governor d 
son, and the well known i ' 
vhatever of a law ia not repc 
and of legal efiect, it is exce« 
Bons spoken of by tho Govei 
oeofititutional right." 





ftnrt BayB ttat hj chapter 813 of tlie laws of 1SC6, the Friday p«B 
ing the eloetion waa deei^natod for the meeting of the inspBctM 
HhkII^ revise the registry hata, and that said inRpecton were by that 
KqiiiTed"on thatdajtoadd toBaid lists the namaofany voter who would 
en the first Tuesday of November bo entitled to vote. That the word* 
are correctly quoted by the Governor no one will dispute. Ho adds thri 
iection 3 of the bill under discnesion amends bo much of chnpt«r 812 u 
flxee tJie Friday before election for final revision by substituting the 
" Tuesday, one week preceding the day of the general election" as tfas 
Idme for euah revision. This is true, and the Governor makes no oV 
jection to tlie change. Proceeding, ho says this bill " does not re«nact 
as applicable to the eubatitutod dity, or any other, this provision for wt 
ding the names of tliose who not then entitled to vote, would, neverthfr 
lees, be so entitled on the day of election by having me.intime-com©«f 
age." Again correct. But adds the Governor: " the law as it woald 
(ttaud, if tliia bill were approved, would exclude this class of persons 
from a constitutional right." Hero we bog leave to differ with om 
Chief Jlagistrate. Only bo much of the law of 1866 would have boen 
ohanged by Uiis bill aa was expressly amended. All that was not 
alter^ would have remained in force. Now, aa this bill only changed, 
"the Friday preceding the election," astho day of final revision, to Iji* 
" Tuesday, one week before the election," the remainder of the sectico 
providing for the registration of tlie class referred to by the Govenux 
would have remained as operative as befpre. It is painful to thiide 
that tlie Governor allowed his party zoal to so ail'ect both h& 
mind and his ofiKcial action as to cauEQ him to ^vholly ovierlook 
■o apparent a fact. But again. The law of 1S66 eeema to haW 
been worded with the very change proposed in this bill in viexs 
After fixing a day for tlie revision of the regietjy, it ro&dl(' 

* And they (the inspectors) shall th^rt revise the said lists and ahBl{ 
©Q that day add the names of those who would bo legal voters c 
tlie day of election," Whetlier the words " then" and " that day" re&c 
only to the day named, "Friday," or are to be considered more genMal 
ana to mean the day of revision, may be somewhat questioned 
The writer believes the latteris the true application, J3ut arrant that Uii 
Governor's assumption is correct, and the Friday before iiie election ll 
the day indicated. Immediately following in the same eo-'lion we reads 

* But m making socli addition on that day, (Friday the < Governor ssy*^ 
and for argument's sake we admit it,) or any prior day," fUe inspect*^ 
■hall conlbrm to the requirements of the other provisions of the regtetij: 
lawB prescribing their duties. If the interpretation of tlii; Chief Hagit> 
trate is correct, we should be pleased to know what the words " or anj 
prior day wero inserted for." 

Do they not clearly imply that another day prior to Friday preced- 
ing the election, may be named for the revision of the list, and tiiafc 
.** then," and " on " that day — tlie day of revision — the names of eertaia 
persona shall be added 1 We so think, and with the knowledge that tha 
bill objected to by the Governor designated a " prior day" for such revt 
sion, and the well known rule of law and parliamentary usage that 
whatever of a law is not repealed by a subsequent act remains aliv« 
and of legal effect, it is exceedingly difficult to lielieve tlie class of pay 
Bons spoken of by the Governor wuuld or could be excluded "frouiB 
QfiUBtitntional right." 



' The neit proTision, which tlie Governor thinks • likely to impod* t! 
free exercise of the Buflraffe " is contuoed in section fonr of this ItilL Sv 
6tat«3 it aa foUowe: '"That if one inspector chooee not to declw* a 
Boan'e name to b« on the list, liis vote Bhall not be received, or if received. 
by the Board of inspoctora. eiicli vote ahall not be connted in »ny aiibi 
eeqnent lM;islative or judicial scrutiny of the election." The Govornor 
is licre ft Kttle unfortunate in Uia langnaga. Whut the section iiinJ* 
diacuBsion did require may be learned by referring back to th« foot of 
page 25, where it is fnlly set forth. The existing law declarca, " Nor ihaft 
the name of any person be placed or retained on such re^st«r withoul 
the concurrence of three of tlie four inspectors." It also provide* that n» 
vote ahall be received save from a person found to be previouely registered, 
wherefore it follows that no person can vote nnleae three of tlie kiiptctorf 
eozisent thereto. As vrell mipht tlio Governor aay tliat under that law 
" the free exercise of tlie suftrage " is impeded, becauae if two inspec- 
tors choose not to place a man's name on tlie list, his vote can not be 
received. Yet no ditficulty was found in 1S68 in roistering 170,338 
names, and polling 156,060 votes in New York city. The neceasity for 
the objectionable provision has been fully shown, and it ii only 
needed to direct attention to the heavy penalties attached to the refa- 
eal or neglect of any officer of election to properly discharge his duties 
and whidi were never before a pwt of any registry act, for all to nndet^ 
stand how trilling and untenable is the Governor's position. To th«t 
portion of Uie section requiring a list to be kept of all votes roeeived 
contrary to the provisions of the bill, and forbidding that any suck 
TOCOS shonld bo counted in any " legislative or judicial scrutiny," die 
Governor also objects, and quite naturally. For while the existing and 
all prior laws have contained in the very words of this bill the prohibi- 
tory portion of the clause, the requiring of a list ot such iU^I vote* i» 
be kept, would greatly aid a contestant who believed himself wrong- 
fully kept from liis rights, and prove beneficial in preventing fraudu- 
lent votmg and connivance thereat on the part of election ofhcers. Thft 
Governor attentpts, at the close of " his objections," to argno for a 
aecret ballot, apparently forgetful that by the State Constitution and 
the decision ol" tlie Oonrt of Apppals, all voting is and muBt ho by 
eecret ballot. The pretense, that in order to throw out any il- 
legal vote in the event of a " legislative or judicial ecnitinv,'' 
it would bo neceaaary (although the bill " does not autlioriee tni« 
to be done," tlio Governor says) to mark the ballot is bo fool- 
ish, shallow and untrue, as to bo unworthy of notice. "With hardly 
an exception, not a legislative session, state or national, has boea 
held for the last quarter of a centurj', without seats tlierein being con* 
tested, committees appointed, evidence taken, and the knowledge as t« 
fimo, wlien and where an elector voted, obtained with comparatively 
little difficulty. But the Governor, liaving never served in a legislativ* 
body, and being still in the hands of his party trainers may have beeQ 
ignorant of such fact, and innocently unaware of the rule of such bodioi 
ffOTcming teatimouy and witnesses. We must, therefore, forttenr all 
mrther discussion of the subject, for " where ignorance is blia* 'tis folly 
to be wise" was truthfully written long year* ago. 



fc»t eajB tbat bj chapter 812 of tlie lawB of ISCC, the FriiUy p 
fcij5 the election was deeiciiated for the meeting of the in spent 
finiJly revise the registry hsta, and that said iaspecton were bj that bl3r 
xeqoired " on that day to add to eaid lista the nameof any voter who would 
on the first Tuesday of November be entitled to vote," That the words 
srecorrectJy quoted by the Governor no one will dispute. Ho adds thxt 
■action 3 of the bill under discussion amends 80 much of chapter 813 u 
flxee the Friday before election for final revision by gubstituting tha 
" Tuesday, one week preceding the day of the general election" as &t 
l&me for suah revision. This ii true, and tho Governor makes no ob. 
jection to the change. Proceeding, he saya this bill " doea not re-enact 
as applicable to the flubfltitnted day, or any other, this provision for ad< 
ding the names of those who not then entitled to vote, would, neverthe- 
lees, he eo entitled on tho day of election by having meantime comeol 
age." Again correct. But adds the Governor; " the law as it would 
Btimd, if Siis bill were approved, would exclude this clasa of penoni 
from a constitutional right." Hero we beg leave to differ with (HK 
Chief Magistrate, Only so mucli of the law of 1866 wonld have beea 
ohanged by this bill as was expressly amended. All that wae not 
altered would have remained in force. Now, as this bill only changed 
"the Friday preceding the election," as the day of final I'evision, to tin 
* Tuesday, one week before the election," the remainder of tlie Bectioa 
providing for the registration of tlie clasa referred to by tho Govern^ 
would have remained as operative as before. It is painful to thii^ 
that the Governor allowed his party zeal to so ail'ect both hSs 
xnind and his official action as to cause him to irhoUy overloofc 
BO apparent a fact. But again. The law of 1S66 seems to havs 
heen worded with the very change proposed in this bill in viewi 
After fixing a day for the revisiou of the regist.i_y, it reads: 
"And they (the inspeotore) shall then revise the said lists and shaU' 
on thai day add the names of those who would be legal voters m 
the day of election." Whether the words " then" and " that day" re&t 
only to the day named, *' Friday," or are to be considered more g^isvil 
and to mean the day of rtmswn, may be somewhat questioned 
The writer behevea the latter is the true application. But <;rant that ihA 
Governor'a assumption is correct, and the Friday before ilie election'^ 
the day indicated. Immediately following in the same sci.'lion we road* 
"But m making audi addition on that day, (Friday the ('overnor sayi^ 
and for argument's sake we admit it,) or any prior day" rhe inspectotB 
shall conform to tho requirements of the other provisionn :yf theresistiy 
laws prescribing their duties. If the interpretation of th-: Chief Hagia* 
trate is correct, we should be pleased to know what the words " or any 
prior day were inserted for." 

Do they not clearly imply that another day prior to Friday preoectr 
ing the election, may be named for the r6^■i3ion of tho list, and tiiat 
" then," and " on " that day — the day of revision — the names of certun 
persona shall be added 1 We so think, and with the knowledge that tha 
bill objected to by the Governor designated a " prior day" for Buch revi- 
Bon, and the well known rule of law and parliamentary usage ihtli 
whatever of a law ia not repealed by a subsequent act remains alivA 
and of legal efleet, it is e-vcoedjngly dimeult to !)elieve the claaa of pw- 
aone spoken of by the Governor would or could be excludai "from ft 
QOnstitntional right." 



The next proTiaion, which the Governor thinke "likely to imped* 
free exercise of tlie suffimee " iacontainedinBectioiifonrof thii bill. 
Btates it fta fcllowa : " That if one inspector chooee not to dechm 
mau'ename tolwon the Hat, his rote shull not be received, or if received. 
by the Board of inapoctora, Ruch vote shall not be counted in any aabi 
eeqoent l^islative or judicial Bcrutiny of the election," The Govfimof 
ie nere a fittle unfortnnate in his language. Wlmt the lection umlcr 
discusBion did require may be learned by referring back to the foot ot 
page 25, where it is fully Bet forth. The existing law declares, " Nor i^aS. 
the name of any perBon be placed or retained on such raster without 
the concurrence of three of the four inspectors." It also provides th»t n* 
vote shnll be reeei ved save from a person found to be previously r^pstered, 
wherefore it follows that no peraon can vote unlese three of the iaipectoii 
eoneent thereto. As well might the G-overnor say that under that law 
* the free exercise of tlie Buffrage " is impeded, because if two inspoe- 
tors choose not to place a man's name on the list, his vote can not bo 
received. Yet no difficulty was found in 1868 in registering 170,298 
names, and polling 156,060 votes in New York city. The necessity foe 
the objectionable provision has been fully shown, and it is only 
needed to direct attention to the heavy penalties attached to the refo- 
eal or neglect of any officer of election to properly discharge hie duti«% 
and whicli were never before a part of any registry act, for all to under- 
stand how trifling and untenable is the Governor's position. To thst 
portion of the section requiring a list to be kept of all votes received 
contrary to the proviaiona of the bill, and forbidding that any auci 
voces should be countetl in any " legislative or judicial scrntiny," tlie 
Governor ako objects, and quite naturally, for while Iho exieting and 
all prior laws have contained in the very words of this bill the prohibi- 
tory portion of the clause, the requiring of a list ot euch illt^al votea t* 
be "kept, would greatly aid a conteetant who believed himself wrongs 
folly kept from his rights, and prove beneficial in preventing fi-auda- 
lent votmg and connivance thereat on the part of election officers. Th^ 
Governor attempts, at the close of " hia objections," to ai^io for a 
secret ballot, apparently forgetful that by the State Constitution and 
the decision of the Court of Apppals, all voting is and must be by 
eeeret ballot. The pretense, that in order to throw out any il- 
legal vote in the event of a " legislative or judicial scnitrnv," 
it would bo necessary (although the bill " does not authorize tni« 
to be done," tJie GoveniOT save) to mark the ballot is bo fool- 
ish, ehallow and untrue, aa to bo unworthy of notice. With hardly 
an exception, not a legislative session, state or national, has beea 
held for the last quarter of a century, without seats therein being con' 
tceted, committees appointed, evidence taken, and the knowledge aa t* 
^ow, when and where an elector voted, obtained with comparatively 
little difficulty. ' But the Governor, having never served in a legialativ» 
body, and bemg still in the hands of his party trainers may have been 
ignorant of such fact, and innocently unaware of the rule or such bodies 
'eming tefltimouy and witnesses. "We must, therefore, forbear all 
'Jier discussion of the subject, for " where ignorance is bliafl 'tia folly 
a wise" was truthfully written long years ago. 






firrt saye that by chapter SIS of the lawa of ISCC, the Friday preceed- 
^g the election waa designated for the meeting of tho inspectors to 
finally revise the registry hste, and that said inspectors were by that lanr 
uqaired " on that day to add to said t iste th« namoof any voter who would 
on the first Tuesday of November be entitled to vote.'' That the worda 
are correctly quoted by tlie Governor no one will dispute. Ho adds that 
•action 3 of the bill under disoussion amends so much of chapter 819 as 
fixes the Friday before election for final revision by substituting the 
''Tuesday, one weeli preceding the day of the general election" as tho 
mme for suah revision. This is true, and the Governor makes no ob> 
jsction to tlie change. Proceeding, ho says this bill " does not ro^nact 
SB applicable to the autetitated day, or any other, this provision for ad- 
ding the namea of tlioae who not then entitled to vote, would, neverthe- 
less, be so entitled on the day of election by having meantime. come at 
age." Again correct. But adds the Governor : " the law .'ks it would 
Btsnd, if this bill were approved, would exclude this class of petsoos 
from a constitutional right." llero we beg lenve to differ with our 
Chief Magistrate. Only so much of the law of 1860 would have been 
ehangcd by this bill aa was expressly amended. All that was not 
filter^ would have remained in force. Now, aa this bill only changed 
" the Friday preceding the election," as the day of final revision, to tha 

* Tuesday, one week before the eleetion," the remainder of the eectioa 
providing for the registration of tlie class referred to by tlie Govemoe 
would have remained as operative as before. It is pninful to thinle 
-fliat the Governor allowed his party zeal to so aii'ect both hiil 
mind and his official action as to caoEs him to wholly overlook 
•o apparent a fact. But again. The law of 1S66 seoma to havo 
been worded with the very change pro]>08ed in this bill in vieWi 
After fixing a day for the revision of the registjy, it leada 

* And they (the inspectors) shall ih^in revise the said lists and bI""' 
on thai day add the namea of those who would be legal votCTS 
the day of election," Whether the words " then" and " that day" re 
only to the day named, " Friday," or are to be considered more genjsral 
and to mean the day of revisum, may be somewhat quecttionoiL 
The writer believes the latteris the true application. But trrant that tliB 
Governor'a assumption is correct, and the Friday before iiie election is 
the day indicated. Immediately following in the same 6o -lion we reads 

* But m making such addition on tliat day, (Friday the t '■ nvernor saya^ 
and for argument's sake we admit it,) or any prior day^' rhe inspecton 
ahall conform to the requirements of tlie other provisions :if the reffisb;^ 
laws prescribing their duties. If the interpretation of tin; Cliief Mi^»* 
trate is correct, we should bo pleased to know what the words " or any 
prior day were inserted for." 

Do they not clearly imply that another day prior to Friday preeedf 
ing the election, may be named for the revision of the list, and that 
•* dieD," and " on " that day — tlie day of revision — the names of certain 
persons shall be added I We so think, and with the knowledge that the 
bill objected to by the Governor designated a " prior day" for such revi- 
Bon, and the well known rule of taw and parliamentary usage that 
whatever of a law is not repealed by a subsequent act remains aliw 
and of legal effect, it is axceedingly difficult to believe the class of per- 
sons spoken of by the Governor would or could be excluded " from % 
csnstitntional right." 



^^Thi 



le next provieion, which tlie Governor thinks "likely to imped* th« 
free exercise of the euffrase " is contained in section fourof thii oill. He 
States it its followi : " That if one inspector choose not to decl«r* s 
man's name toh«on thelist, his vote ahall not be received, or if received, 
by the Board of inspactora, snch vote shall not be counted in %nj anb^ 
Mqnent Wialative or judicial Bcrutiny of the election." The Governor 
!a nere & little unfortunate in his language. Whut the section uthIw 
discussion did require may be learned by referring back to the foot at 
page25, where it is fully set forth. The existing law declarfs, "Norrfii^ 
the name of any person be placed or retained on such register without 
the cononrrence oi three of the four inspectora," It also providea that nm 
vote shall be received save from a person found to be previously r^^torod, 
wherefore it follows that no person can vote unless three of the Jn»p»ctoM 
eonsent thereto. As well might the Governor say that under that law 
"tlie free exercise of the suffrage " is impeded, because if two inspec- 
tors choose not to place ft man's name on tlie list, bia vote can not bB 
received. Tet no difficulty was found in 1868 in registering 170,221 
names, and polling 158,060 votes in New York city. The necessity fo* 
the objectionable provision has been fully shown, and it i» only 
needed to direct attention to the heavy penalties attached to the refa- 
■al or neglect of any officer of election to properly discharge hia dutic^ 
and which were never before a part of any registry act, for all to undar- 
etand how trifling and untenable is the Governor'a position. To that 
portion of Uie section requiring a list to be kept of all votes received 
contrary to tlie provisions of the bill, and forbidding that any such 
voces should bo counted in any " legislative or judicial scrntiny," the 
Governor alio objects, and quite naturally, for while the dieting and 
all prior laws have oontainod in the very words of this bill the prohibi- 
tory portion of the clause, the reqniring of a Hit ot 6uch ill^al votea t* 
be Kept, would p"eatly aid a contestant who believed himself wrong- 
fully Kept from liis rights, and prove beneficial in preventing frauds- 
lent votmg and connivance thereat on the part of election officera. Th« 
Governor attempts, at the eloso of " his objections," to ai^ie for « 
iecret ballot, apparently forgetful that by the Btate Constitution and 
the decision of the Court of Apppals, wJ voting is and must be bv 
secret ballot. The pretense, that in order to throw out any il- 
legal vote in the event of a " legislative or Judicial scnitinyf" 
it would be neceaaaiy (although the bill " does not authorize thii 
to be done," tlie Governs says) to mark the ballot is ao fool- 
ish, shftHow and nntme, as to be unworthy of notice, "With hardly 
an exception, not a legislative session, state or national, has beea 
held for the last quarter of a century, without seats therein being con- 
tested, committees appointed, evidence taken, and tlio knowledge as t* 
hoio, when and where an elector voted, obtained with comparatively 
little diihculty. ' But the Governor, liaving never served in a legislativa 
body, and being still in the hands of his party trainers may have been 
ignorant of snch fact, and innocentJy unaware of the rule ol such bodies 
governing testimony and witnesses. We must, therefore, forbear all 
forther discussion of the eubjeut, for " where ignorance is blisa 'tia folly 
to be wise " was truthfully written long years ago. 
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APPENDIX. 



••KEDDT THE BLACKSMITH." 

WlUiam Varley, alias ** Reddy the Blacksmith," 
now an inmate of the Tombs, awaiting trial for 
the robbery of one Lawrence Graham, of New 
Jersey, who was enticed imto his saloon in the 
cellar of No. 7 Chatham Square, is a rillain of the 
deepest dye. He is 86 years of age, 6 feet 7 8-4 
Inches high— light complexion, with red hair and 
known to the police as a piclcpocket, and a thief, 
large sandy momstache. Although Tery well 
he nas always managed to escape pnnislu&ent, 
Ibr the reason that his valuable political serricea 
during the time of el ctions in manipulating 
▼otes and voters in the 4th and 7th Wards, could 
not be dispensed with by Tammany Whether 
he will be »imilarly fortunate this time is a ques- 
tion, the settlement of which is anxiously awaited 
"by the public. Ihe cut presented on a preceding 
page is frt>m a picture for which ** Reddy" sat 
• nhort time since. 

Following the example of many illustrious 
predecessors *' Reddy" rejoices in being the 
chief or leader of a gang or tribe which d«e8 him 
honor by bearing his name. It sems hardly 
BecespRry to add that " Roddy's" followers pos- 
sens a name and character similar to their leader, 
although generally less widely known. The 
writer not limg since came into possession of an 
authentic list of members of '*The William Var- 
ley APAor-iation," and takes pleasure in being 
able to ninke their names public. They are : 

Wi.liAm Varley. aliat " Reddy the Blacksmith." 

Willi«ni JoUbaon, 

Alien JIj.rMn, (?) 

CliArlen Tftylor. 

Will am Manning, 

Hatttew Bunnau, 

Jamei* Moore, 

Patrick N«>lan, olios'' John Reilly,** 

■Jamei* %ta1ker, 

John Finn, 

HichAf'l Cobey, alioi Henry WUUami, aUoi 

Charl«^t» Grant, 
Richard Ilajes, 
William Brown, 
Wall YitLlnh, 
David Callahan, 
Themas Osbom, 
WlUiam Burton. 

Thomas Varley, brother of *♦ Reddy/' 
George Enowles, 
Charles Wilson, alias Henry J. Lawrence, alias 

" Nihbs," 
Lawrence Fitzgerald. 
Michael Varley, brother of ** Reddy," alias 

Chas. Anderson. 

The following is a literal copy of an original 
letter received by ** Rcdiy" from a confederate 
iDcarcerated in the Tombs for theft. The origi- 
nal is now in the possession of the writer. As 
illustrative of the nature of the transaetions ef 
* Reddy" and his gang it is inserted. 

December 28th. 

friend Wm. Varley, will vou Be so kind to send 
mo Borack By some one if you cant come to see 
me yourself one Dollar and a bit of chuck for I am 
starving and perishing with cold, friend general 
it his not much I ask and you know if I get away 
you won Id have it— I geus you no that. Tom 
Davis was in here to sec Pome one. I geus Dan 
Noble But passing my cell I called Tom and they 
•topt talking to me what I was in for and I told 
them and turn ask me do go to down Reddys 
and I sayed yes. he then asked me how you was 
getting on and I told him you was Doing good 
aOQd then Dan and him ask Did send me anytmng. 
I told I Did no Dout you would if you knew 
where i was. old general this fust 1 ever ank and I 
hope you wont Deny mc it will not Brenk y-m nor 
make you. Give bust wishes to yonr WiA; Emma 
mgr Beat friend, my respccti» to iom aud Mickey. 



tell Emma if I get away she would hare 
pleasure wearing one. she knoirs that. 

I am in my own name Michael Sullivan, cell 9^ 
third tier, old general yon do that for me and ift 
will be luck to you for yon and Bmma his the 
only tow friends i have. I geus sing aing this- 
time. But never mind, ash TorBreauhstand a 
shower Bath for supper. But they cant served 
me worst than I have Been, so no more at present, 
from your well wither. Borack for god sake Do- 
it for I shall croak here with cold. 



PATRICE H. EEENAN. 

This gentleman is a Coroner of the City and 
Ooun^ of New York. We have on page six 
referred to a gang of repeaters registering front, 
his residence aiid given the portrait of the leader 
of the gang. Coroner Keenan being examined 
under oath by the Congressional Coaimittee tes-^ 
tifled that but ** three males" over 21 years of 
age resided in his house, himself, James Ryan 
and Denis O'NeiL The names of ten ether po 
soas, amone which was that of Robert A. Jones^ 
who had illegally registered therefrom, were 
then read to him and the question put him, if ho 
knew men of those names. The reply was, ^ I 
do not." The officer who saw the registrations 
made testified that he knew Robert A. Jones^ 
and that said Jones *' goes (went) to Eeenan's 
house a goed deal, but he does (did) not live> 
tbere." When the writer first noticed this dis* 
erepancy in the testimony he endeavored to be* 
lieve that it was possible for Jones to visit Kee» 
nan's house censlderably and Keenan not knov 
him, as it might be that Jones visited Ryan or 
O'Neil, though the latter is Kecnan's brother-in- 
law. Since then the author has received certain 
evidence which convinces him that the Coroner 
did know Robert A. Jones when he swore on the 
81st of December, 1868, he did not. That eaclk 
reader may judge for himself whether the fhct is 
not so, the following paper, a ropy of the original- 
im the possession of the writer is appended. 

Nbw York, Oct. 27, 1868. 

Sir:— A meeting of the P. H. Eebnak Asso- 
ciATXON will be held at No. 29 East Broadway, oa 
Saturday evening, the 81st insr., at eight o'clock^ 
Your punctual attendance is requested. 

R. A. JoNXs, President. 
E. N. Laffkt, Secretary. 

It should be remembered that 29 East Broad^ 
way, where this meeting of the Keenan Associa- 
tion was called for, was where Walling arrested 
the repeaters and seized their bf>ok. (See page 
six.) The evening, October 81 st., was tho 
night Judge Bamara discharged said repeatew. 
(See page seven,) and the hour for the meeting- 
eight o'clock, was one hour after the time men>^ 
ti(med in the writ of habeas corpus procured by 
Counsellor Howe for the appearance of the re- 
peaters at Judge Barnard's house. (See page 
eight.) A singular state of rffairs certalnBr^ 
but it must not be a^nmed that the arrested eighg 
were anxious to attend the meeting of the PTmT 
Keenau Association. The writer has, however, 
an opinion upon the subject. Each reader will 
form his own. 

» 

JOSEPH PAR HELL. 

The portrait ef this mat) as it appears in th» 
Rogue*s Gallery at Police Uuadqnaners has be«k 
heretofore given. He Is alco known by the 
aliases of Lawrence Farrell and William Peirce. 
He is about 19 years of age, 5 f et 11 1-2 inches tn 
height, of litrht complexion, and a burgiar by oc- 
cupation. Under the name (f Lawrence FarrelL 
hf. was hrou:?ht before the Congressional Com- 
ralttf e by one oi the Democ atic members. Hia 
direct cxau.iuutioii was very brief, and elic^tedno* 



InlbnnatloB. bnt npon helne «nbiec1ed to i torero 
cn>FB-qD»[ioBlng lie leetiaGd that be coald fac- 
nl»b '■b IhOnnanatierBoiii" nhohad repiatcd ml 
Iho Presldontlil ofecilon. His lUtomint nnsiip- 
poitedwonld bs nlteilj vrorthlesi, bnt tBken In 
cnunectloDwithbliBdmifiioiitDst on IbsDleht 
berore tbe eleciion he «tt« at the J^arkpon Club 
TOOmB, whera Sheriff O'Brien wna praBcnt.and a 
"tototmen" we™ coiuTTC''ted renders It prob- 
ble Ibal Id tblB matter Farrell tuld the tmtb. 



and that on election n 
coiaUerablii miiuber ol, 



■aiei 

^^Both 



JAUB3 ASD PATRICK GOFF. 



irpsgesahcinei 
ingtrandulcnf 



ling eng^jed berore the c 



DAVm MTER8, 

aHoi David MnllCB. la aTlllTi 

le imeraTed tn-m a phaMiKiS|>h In 
lery. He was arrsMed on the S«Ji 
^B, K^^her vlth two other diS- 



Ing he liept "op^ I 

:" and breaknatoAK M 

ipiHT,abnnt%ycn4^^^H 
ihiKh. The cnt WW^^^H 



reputable cliaractera, on ansplclt 

eeny, bnt on eiamlnallon befo™ a magian 
dlKhareed. On Iheperaonoroneoftheji 
oftitiBer 



dlar. 



Conrta ahoved that these two IndividnalB were 
accepted aa wttnoaaee to the reildence and "Bond 
moral eharactoi" or ito htmdrtd and ttity-ttx 
(OM) applluinta. Of tbi" number they appeared 
In the iSiipreme Coart Hve ftimrfrsd and iwenty- 
(uwHmeeaiid lathe Saperioi ant hmuired and 
fahy-Soiir. Of the ST.OHS certtBcates ki the 

method ofMcertilnlnB how many were obtained 
bj tbasc men. Thalllwasa Terylarcfl nnmbor 



That the public rB>»rullymmiirch«nd the char- 
aeler of the wltneeeus which Mlfsfled Judges Bar- 
nard and McCnna as to the q'laliacatlana and 

llliu It la onli necesjarj lo m\A that the bmibera 

charaolera. A member of the polke force Itatl- 
fled before the CouimHiee itm hehad arresled 
taoib of thom; that Jsme- wu "aprafariimal 
OutfiT and that within forty-eight hours ot the 

"JsraeB waa arresl^d tor Bleallnf; aEOldwa ch 
Uld chain aud Iwo dlamund rin^B." 01 cuurao 
Ihej encape puolahnient. 

JAUBS O'BRJBH. 

^Thla IndiTldn*! H the Sherlffof IheConotyoT 
Ilew T'lk. He ia about aS years of aL.-e, tome S 
Ie*t7incbea in height, of lldlttiompleiloii.tinooth 
ftn anditontbuQd. BIb Farljtirewaapaaiad In 

w^'a°reelad. ii>dlct°od wd conrlcti^" ^'riotsnd 
Msault and battetr." Jnd™ Baroard, then Re- 
corder, eentenced kirn to "rii months" ImprlMn- 
munt "In the Penltentim of Iho Oty of New 
Tort." hot he was pardoned hy tlis Governor ha- 





PATRICK MoCAFFEBT. 


Thianu 




Mformeriyaspeclnl Dupnly BherKT- 


Qnlte na 




.sstri^lifi'sssSuS 


procnrlug 




Ithsabe 




stlBed that hla name appmirs at. K 
rt, and upon two hundred snd Any 


witnee. 








two appl 




ne In tho Superior. A total ofjfife 


\mdnaand 


iropotsoni known to Win to ba oj 


"ttoodm 




choraeler" and entitled to natuidj 


nation. 
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JOHN HORAN. 






en([iWad in natoraliuition IL._ 

man was one of i he moat active and earnest parU- 
clpanta in the wurk of otavalnlDg fmudnleut certl- 
tlcBtea. Itwis testified tu belbre the Comnillter 
tbat in the guiireme Court he appeared by the 
recorda to have btan awitneaaftir/inirAundraf 
^nd jM'u-jliv(4SJ)appllcuita. and in (he Superior 
for (uw nvndred and Idntly^nlm (HBD), or a total of 
Hiwn kunOrti onA Jtftf four (IM) persons. Of 
ilieie one haadnd and tm^vt In a ifnj^ dan i" 

\a qnallDcatlona and *'good moral rboracter.*^ 
Forfomo nason ahorlly aT er the election he en- 
tered the enip i>y of the Sbariff. and Ibr cannirinF 
at the eH^pe of a nol4>d bond robber placed in bS 

Bequently convicted and aenlcnced to ImprtBOn- 
Dieut in aiiU! Sing, where he ia auppoaitd no«- 



FLOEBNCB BCANNBI. 
is a Bam rf abonttl feet Sin hel;;bt, llfht c 
plexluu 8Bd atoat build, with it ehiHtnl and n 



bytrada, andtbeownerofDneer mor 
staudslnWeatWaehlncton Market, 
sibie boslneaa is sulea by hlin aa " h 



tug and trusled utelllivs. [t was c^tal.Uahed In 



[flalDted with the details, deslenats it by ■ naiM 
nnro In acfoiJ wlth lls real nature. DorinR ths 
inel was Inn^iy Interested in faro banks- 



re piloted in 



a.'d then 



reixtbrm 



Bvedwaa the SherilTB resldanL. 

It was famished theui. Their hunt^e 
bcinc saliifled they were thortly started Dot, am 
fumiahed from iha Clob House lod elsewher 
■ ■ nauiea and residence, npon which the 
1 tkrunibont the dav In (lie moat reckles 
-^ - — - -- ■■leri.Tbeinffe. 









hiauameinavcryfJiirliJii' -■ !■ 

ton. Ho Is eiceedlni;ly"%'putar'\wLil''iho 
"h'hovs," and prides blmnjlf on arspatalion nt 
belni.' s teptotnljer. In politioa ScannoM* an nn- 
adultcraied Democrat of nnbounded pinch and 
rs'e poll Ileal ■treuE'li. Ha waa chosen lo a sunt 
In the Board at CouDCilDico in 1G06. As will In 
Born on v^gti nine. Hcannei waa examined aa 
H wltneaa before Iho (.'ongresslooal CnmniltteB. 
Ula Bi>poaninco and nunner were atriklns and 

At the close fit the examination liclni;infornMa 
that ha ini;bl go hetomed to IkB Committee mA 



laUihdDdaat totiM ntdt "Ifell imllincn. I 
Md ym rood du. I bars so dauht wu Bball 
■leBl sgilB. fir I'm comlnit doWB Until IB Oon- 
([iwi'B •umBdiT. Yoniiuiyla»t bnt /our ilTtt I 
■in," llig )-cltaf Md preiUcEloii win ipe*dll* 
vnriBed. tkboiif li not la the nuonitr tbrnitsntd. 
Jbrtuivjm>lQ mponifl (□ ft qaaBUfln of lb* Com- 
■tl'tt^ircfaeadln uuirsi, addlnt" IwaoldnUiiii 
go (u the TmdU ftlJ Bij lift Uuu do It" hs wu 
air»l«d, broachtbaltorethabHof UiaB«H of 
BeiituHoIMliM uid dlisoled >o tmtwm Uu que*- 

H — a-iQ r,ftu)Q,_ iilaiiBlQa Hut ),( iMd iDnnit 



m ilie dSBlred bnu. be wi.. 
ter: (kuim (n) and law 



It of 



■jrloiwiliu tbafliii b« mi flinitabsd auarM 
to v.„L tlKimiit or tba Capitol fir luni* B 
it 0QD4freH- 



Suclur Walllu&rTHtwltbe rtp«aL0rv andaclxad 
eir baoki. udlbe da; on wbjiib Jndn Barnard 
llletHll; rslea>c4 iboM npHign. iba [Eed Majot 
of Ibv <:1ly orNanTork, DOW OoTurwjr, and proa- 
pecctive DsmocraUccuiidlilatararlJia FFDildeiicr 
iBiDfld a prDclunatisb- U« cbatgal L ibai "uroai 
tkDdimfuilDdfidcbjirnaorftaudarflbsliif mada * 
* ogiiiDBi Ikna* blgb la aatliorltr." II. 'nut 
"Ibnala are mads asaiOBt Daloialiaad oltlieDS, 
■DdtbHauiliorilr orfhalDdsHandthiBealoftlio 
fnproniBCoiirt iadeflBO.'' fll. "Aanuidjurveir 
IS [Tutivd Stitra CoitTt samaunwrniiroiiitb tbo 



of lodicImaDt agftlnai di'srt ptnoiu r r tbs pqr- 
pcmopaolT ■YowsdoniittinlilatliiE thenk [d Ibe 
tUaebaico of thuir pnbllt dallaa.'' IV. "Tbo 
United BlMAi UaribaJ ■ • haa aammod to 
Unuelfttae p^wartni^ljotspputDUaif awarma 
of apuclal dapuciea lo (aha ibair place at lbs polla 
to lurcaitiD and an* tb* alactora •! tbe State of 
Hew York In the eieiclH of Ihalt hlth prtyllogB 
OteaailnglheltTOtaa (Ortbecblef offlcen nf Lna 
SMlan Slid tba SlaM." Thasa asTsral acta ih« 
nayor procoedod to aaj wen duba ^^ Tor two 

"hfiil. ToeoacwIaDdcorerthalfownHbamea 
oftrind wblcblhej-hoM to conaummsleby lb« 
•Id of untried or aiipardODadcrlmlnala. 

thia cHy wbo are oppoa^ tu U—- — ■- ' 
Ibam lutD Buta of diMinler ud 



luad 



'. nofTinan 






■writer iieur aair a more pitiable apeclacla tbaa 
Ibe Hnyor preteated at tbal time. Bulourread- 

•Inelc cliaree coDtalned In iba prueUtnailan could 
tbe Mayor BUBlala lb asy way. He enore that 

of nmny Indlvtdaala," *o.. ibai [Breata wer» 
■nadc HziilnBt latnrftllaed dUzetiB, bat aUted t^i 

"It was annimnred la many of the paperi." Ac.. 
•• BUI the ra^lalra™ • * • had a rli-nt lo go 
tehlnatbocertlBcaleaornaiiinliiHUoQ • • • 
to deur Iba validity of Uisiu. 10 oxumioe Into 
their ijenblfieneu or irre^larlty, aud to rcRiae 
la regiBlei. If In their iRdifinent tbey tbabEbt 
proper eo U> do," bnt tbal be could not (brnlah a 
nlerence to any anch newspaper. He ewore thM 
111 " had an knowledge" of tbe laeae of fntuduleut 
DSturallSatlon papera. atlhoui^ "ench cbargoa 
were made In tb* paper*," and thai ha loolt do 
steps lo aacerlBln the eorreclaexa nf aacb Ebargea. 
la refervuce to tha Ibinl ehar^ of hie proclama- 
tiob be Bwora tbatitwnaa 'HstienillY Dulor- 



a toad b:i the dty." althoiukke lenldDOt clTatlta 
bima or "asy perHa" wbo ao ilaled, and be OIC 
nothellaTe the OnlLed SuteB grand jury " 

aoy other Ibic the lecal ani oanal way," or tbat 
tbulndlctotuau found by It " ware foDod without 
the ■tAmlnatioD thai la nsoal by£raDdlarleB In 
tbat court." lie swen la rHCereoce to hia tDnrlk 
charge that It waa ao " geaenHy DDdantoud,'* 
but that ha took no steps to aacertalu fioin aaj 
oinElal eonrcs ff htthar H waa tm ornol. IChf 
«hal Hamy teaiUsd that At did no< appoint ■ alik- 
gle depety. In rafeeenca to the ftnt parpoiw taf 
which be ehareed tboa* Uilnn wars altamutal, 
Che Hayji ewora that ba liad "oiBrdy ttiB 
■ - - -ilmi bT donfldonlg 



liiiaed by Ih* District Aitoma. 
were not slTeu him, and ba 
UcecUln rkielr nqmber. Hoi 
poaed be had arldanea that rej 

ula aecrel meetings, and for tl 



lal^ 



.oStDJui by bin Id thli mn 
aew of Atfl a ringi* flva. 
jra Alleubulooe Wealey 
le beucb wemni liad Ibi 



Ihea Biatrial Ulomey balqjp 
Infotmatlon eItbd Uayor 
' llUedthit hs 



.ed. Tbal said i 



ursited bio 



It would »«nm therefore th»l the "naWod at 
panlonsd crlmlnMa" charaod by the Mayor M 
about ID be mad by the R^ubticana to coaoatl 
and coTer Ibelr own Ktaojoes of ftaud, can<Ute4 
of on* IndlildiMl. ffasley Allen wbo waa Id na 



nipllble, Bpldniild polloo caulain" wft* ueil" 
eiamiueil. Ue UalUaa that fate In Ocloher M 
tscelvad from the Dlatrlel Attorney a baneta war- 
nut for the arreet of HTailey AJIbo, with potidTB 



know that be bad n 



'"e'^^pl 



fklyn "and i 



5:1:5 



larlnff Ibe warrant to 






Ihe piSlco Boperioli _ 

BDtll the letb of MoTBintier t 

Ou* Wesley Allen. wUan be at i .. . 

TbUB It will be aeBB tbat In aTaty roipsct ItepL 

Hllla perronned hla whole doty. ItmajnotTi* 

nalncereitiDE to onr raadora to add that Oipl, 

Mills fotlharautea.had thia wQlabowlhe t- 

of Mayor UolBnan'a ohsrsa as to )Mr* 
criminals, "Ibftl Waaioy AlToB waa a nplorl 
Iblet," wbo had twice heflb to Stata^" Prlaun, 
that hla tecoDd term had heSD ahorebed by a 
don eranied by Woternor Ifentun. wm lit aj^U^ 
eaUm'ifDMTictAUorntfliaUiuKiaiiien, Aal 
(hat Itr.Hall bad bimBeff elated to htui ihla w— 
ihe Ihct. and tbat be (HbU| w»a " aaUaSed AD 
waa not" enllly of the orne tor which ba n 
sentenced- end etUl hiriher— upon trreatinK AUa 
be was luraotl oier to tbsDhitrlrt Atioruny an* 
loorCBnited in the Tomha f 
'■whenbewaaseiatilbeny." 
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